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Innocents Betrayed 


In this powerful documentary 
produced by Jews for the Preservation 
of Firearms Ownership, you will learn 
how governments have historically 
deprived people of firearms ... and 
then wiped them from the face of the Earth. (DVD: 2003, 58 min., 


1/$22.95ea, 5/$17.95ea) DVDIB **Due to the graphic nature of 
the material, viewer discretion is advised. 


The Gang 


This long-awaited documentary 
exposes irresponsible, malicious, and 
criminal actions committed by the 
Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms, 
and Explosives (BATFE). After just the 
first few shocking minutes, you'll fully understand why it’s called 
The Gang. (DVD: 2007, 85 min., 1/$22.95ea, 5/$17.95ea) DVDTG 


The Great Global 
Warming Swindle 


An authoritative account, by Martin 
Durkin, of how the hysteria over global 
warming has parted company with 
reality. This documentary shows that 
the evidence is now overwhelming that the chief cause of climate 
change is not human activity, but changes in radiation from the Sun. 
(DVD: 2007, 158 min., $19.95) DVDGGWS 


**Special Features: DVD contains additional material from 
leading climate scientists. 


Death by “Gun Control” 


The message in this book is simple: “Disarmed people are nei- 
ther free nor safe — they become the criminals’ prey and the 
tyrants’ playthings.” Death by Gun Control carefully examines 


“gun control”: its meaning, its purposes, its effects. (2007, [yam 


338pp, pb, $14.95) BKDBGC 


Campaign NAU Pass-along Card 


This striking “North American Union” business card is designed to | 
pique the interest of uninformed Americans about the NAU. It fea- | 
tures a combination of eye-catching graphics — a mock-up of an | 
NAU flag and a graph showing exploding immigration rates — and | 

a short list of happenings that indicate the NAU merger plans are ™ 
real. (2007, flip-open, 100/$9.75) CPCNAU 


Building a North American Union 


Fact or Fiction? ais 


Narrated by Henry Lamb, Building a North American Union: Fact 
or Fiction? is a simple presentation that demonstrates the behind- 
the-scenes approach to implementing a North American Union. 
(DVD: 2007, 19 min., 1/$2.00ea, 2-10/$1.50ea, 11-20/$1.25ea, 
21-99/$1.00ea, and 100 or more/$.75ea) DVDFOF 


NAU Pamphlet 


This NAU pamphlet is an eye-opener. It lists the road signs that reveal we're 
on a journey to being governed by a North American Union, shows what 
North American leaders have said about the NAU, and explains how the 
NAU will impact you and your family. This pamphlet is long on graphics 
and short on text and will most certainly grab the attention of any freedom- 
loving American. (2007, gatefold, 4/$1.00, 100/$22.00, 500/$100.00) PNAU 
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RIGHT TO LIFE 


What Congress Can Do for This American 
by John Eidsmoe — One of the best-kept secrets of our constitutional 
system is that Congress can effectively nullify Roe v. Wade. 


Growing Debate Over Abortifacients 
by Ann Shibler — Women are unknowingly using abortion drugs. 


Two Who Survived 
by Isabel Lyman — The inspiring stories of Tim Tebow and Gianna 
Jessen, who escaped the death sentence of abortion. 
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THE RIGHT PERSPECTIVE 


Looking for a Better Life 
by Mona Kilborn 


ECONOMY 


The Subprime Crisis 
by Charles Scaliger — U.S. government aid to Americans affected 
by the subprime mortgage debacle will merely make things worse. 


BOOK REVIEW 


Like Sheep Led to the Slaughter =] 
by David Stertz — Judge Andrew Napolitano’s latest work, A “4 | i | I | \ 
Nation of Sheep, summarizes the abuse of God-given natural rights. a 


HISTORY — PAST AND PERSPECTIVE 


Before Roe v. Wade 
by Michael E. Telzrow — By 1900, every state in the Union had 
anti-abortion laws. 


THE LAST WORD 
Crash Goes the “Consensus” 
by William F. Jasper 
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Virtue is a choice. 
Make it a habit. 


Virtue e the moral excellence 
evident in my life as I consistently 
do what is right 
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Wants More Documentation 


For a long time my husband and I have en- 
joyed reading THE NEw AMERICAN and learn- 
ing about issues that no other media covers. 
It is a great magazine. 

However, one oversight undercuts 95 
percent of the effectiveness in spreading 
the message — documentation. Undoubt- 
edly THE NEw AMERICAN has huge files full 
of evidence to support the claims that are 
made. But my telling friends that “THE NEw 
AMERICAN said so” will not carry much per- 
suasive weight. 

I was told by staff about the lack of 
documentation that the choice was made 
to include more information rather than to 
give documentation. However, the October 
15, 2007 issue’s article “Myth vs. Fact” 
actually cites references for the statements 
given. Fabulous! Twenty or so words at the 
end of each quote doesn’t take up much 
space, but vastly increases the usefulness of 
the information given. 

Applause. We’d love to see more. 

PEGGY HANTON 
Gaithersburg, Maryland 


As a popular magazine intended for a gener- 
al audience, we embody key documentation 
into the text of the articles. — Ed. 


Terrorist Was Left Loose to 
Give Cause for War 


Your recent article about the strange deal- 
ings of our government with a top al-Qaeda 
operative, Ali Mohamed, may be better un- 
derstood in a historical light of the casus 
belli. 

The Latin term, meaning a cause (or ex- 
cuse) for war, has been employed to describe 
the machinations of kings itching to invade 
neighboring countries. One of the best 
known examples is the way that Otto von 
Bismarck, the “Iron Chancellor” of Prus- 
sia, provoked Louis-Napoleon, Emperor of 
France, to declare war on Prussia in 1870 
and then immediately attack France with 
great success, which led to the annexation 
of Alsace-Lorraine and the founding of the 
German Empire. Of course, this also led to 
the First World War and the destruction of 
the empire, perhaps a lesson for us. 

Likewise, the U.S. government seized 
upon the sinking of the battleship Maine, 
an act of unknown parties, to declare war on 
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Spain, though Spain had offered reparations. 
The pretense was the liberation of Cuba. The 
real objective was the conquest of the Philip- 
pine Islands. It took us two years and 66,000 
dead Filipinos to complete their so-called 
liberation. 

The sinking of the British liner Lusitania 
in 1915 was probably planned and calculated 
by then-First Lord of the Admiralty Winston 
Churchill. It carried 500 civilian passengers, 
many of them American, and was sent with- 
out escort into the path of German subma- 
rines. That event materially assisted in pre- 
paring the American public for war. 

In 1941, President Roosevelt wanted war 
but the American public did not. He ordered 
the Japanese to get out of China, or Ameri- 
ca would cut off their oil supplies from the 
Dutch East Indies (now Indonesia). This 
was probably a bluff, but it worked. The 
predictable result was the Japanese attack 
on Pearl Harbor. Whether Roosevelt knew 
in advance of the day and hour of the attack 
is immaterial. 

Fast forward to the 1980s. The United 
States builds a large air base in Saudi Arabia. 
Why? The answer came in 1991, when our 
ambassador to Kuwait, April Glaspie, virtu- 
ally gave Saddam Hussein the green light 
for his invasion of Kuwait. This led to the 
First Gulf War, after which Bush the elder 
was prudent enough not to invade Iraq. Per- 
haps he thought that Saddam Hussein would 
learn a lesson and deal with the American 
and British oil companies. Had Hussein done 
so, he might be alive and well today. 

Something like 9/11 was needed by the 
U.S. government as an excuse for an open- 
ended “war on terror.’ Whether they knew 
in advance of the exact day and targets is of 
no consequence. It was completely predict- 
able and provided the excuse for an attack 
on Iraq on the pretext that Saddam Hussein 
was behind al-Qaeda — though al-Qaeda 
was actually Hussein’s enemy. To make the 
invasion seem necessary, the Bush and Blair 
governments invented another casus belli, 
the Weapons of Mass Destruction, which 
of course did not exist. So they changed the 
name of the invasion to “Operation Iraqi 
Freedom.” 

Why are Iraqis so ungrateful? Alan Green- 
span said it recently with unusual candor. 
The war was all about oil. And so is the War 
on Terror. 

JUAN J. RYAN 
New Providence, New Jersey 


How the Internet Is 

Changing Political Campaigning 

Even before candidates officially throw their hats in the ring for a presidential 

election, Big Media anoints a select few as “viable,” effectively shutting 
out those who don’t hold the media’s preferred views. This issue shows 
how the Internet is being used to undermine Big Media’s influence on 
presidential races. (October 1, 2007, 48pp) TNA071001 


Restoring Rights 
Habeas corpus — the right of the accused to 
know what crime he is being charged with 
and to face his accusers in court — has 
been routinely denied by our government 
under the guise of “executive authority.” 


Special Report: Merger in the Making 
The importance of this “special edition” on the 
North American Union cannot be overstated. It 
tells how U.S. political and business elites are 
working below the radar to merge the United 


States, Mexico, and Canada into an entity similar 
to the European Union — and how it will affect 
you if they succeed. (October 15, 2007, 48pp) 


Presidential aspirant Ron Paul has 
introduced legislation to restore habeas 


TNA071015 


Living Under Surveillance 
Surveillance technology is seemingly 
everywhere — in our cars, on 
street corners, in stores, and in our 
cellphones. This issue explains how 
even though the technology is not 
going away, Americans don't have 
to live in a police state. (October 
29, 2007, 48pp) TNAO71029 
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corpus, and this issue tells what his 
legislation would do to set things right. 
(November 12, 2007, 48pp) TNAO71112 


The New Chinese Take-Out 

Almost daily, new charges are leveled against China 
for producing unsafe and even poisoned products. Yet 
China insists that most of its products are safe and 
the few that are unsafe merely represent economic 
growing pains. This issue explains why the problems 
are here to stay. (August 20, 2007, 48pp) TNA070820 
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The Meaning of lowa 


It has been said that the only “polls” that count are those that take 
place on election day. As we go to press, the first such poll results 
are now known for the nation’s first presidential caucus in Iowa. 

On the Republican side of the January 3 contest, Mike Hucka- 
bee won handily with 34 percent, followed by Mitt Romeny at 25 
percent, Fred Thompson and John McCain at 13 percent, Ron Paul 
at 10 percent, Rudy Giuliani at 4 percent, and Duncan Hunter at 
1 percent. The fight for first was widely portrayed as a Huckabee- 
Romney contest. One particularly interesting development is that 
Paul reached the double-digit threshold and beat Giuliani. After 
all, Paul is portrayed by the major media as a “fringe” candidate 
languishing behind the pack, and Giuliani is supposed to be the 
national front runner. Moreover, for a Fox News forum to air two 
days before the New Hampshire primary, Giuliani was one of the 
select five Republican candidates invited while Paul was not. 

On the Democratic side, Barack Obama won with 38 percent, 
followed by John Edwards at 30 percent, Hillary Clinton at 29 per- 
cent, Bill Richardson at 2 percent, Joe Biden at | percent, and Mike 
Gravel and Dennis Kucinich at zero percent. (Under the Democrat 
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Mike Huckabee, 
joined by his wife 
Janet, speaks at 
his victory party 
in Des Moines. 


tules in Iowa, a candidate must have at least 15 percent support at 
a local caucus for his votes to be counted at that caucus.) 

By the time you read this, the results from the nation’s first 
primary in New Hampshire will also be known. And those results, 
coming from the “Live Free or Die” state, could be quite different 
from those in Iowa. 


Bill to Extend FISA Surveillance Powers Stalls in Senate 


A bill that the Bush administration is lobbying Congress to pass 
in support of the “war on terrorism” has stalled in the Senate. The 
legislation would permanently extend the Foreign Intelligence 
Surveillance Act of 1978 so that the government can do warrant- 
less electronic surveillance on Americans’ overseas communica- 
tions. This act was temporarily given such power last August, 
when Congress passed the Protect America Act, which will expire 
in February. 

The Bush administration is seeking to make the increased sur- 
veillance authority permanent. The version of the bill acted upon 
most recently, S. 2248, is described as “‘an original bill to amend 
the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act of 1978, to modern- 
ize and streamline the provisions of that Act, and for other pur- 
poses.” S. 2248 was introduced by Sen. John “Jay” Rockefeller 
(D-W.Va.) and was guided along by Senate Majority Leader 


Harry Reid (D-Nev.), indicating that the Bush administration 
has at least some bipartisan support. 

However, Reid pulled S. 2248 from the floor on December 17 
in the face of strong opposition from members of his own party, 
including a seven-hour filibuster staged by Senator Chris Dodd (D- 
Conn.). But he expressed hope that “when we come back after the 
first of the year, we can figure out a way to move through this.” 

The chief point of dispute in the bill — the telecom immunity 
provision — grants immunity to telecommunications companies 
that complied with administration requests to supply phone num- 
bers of suspects without going through the traditional, constitu- 
tionally mandated warrant process. 

If the new surveillance bill is not passed in its present form 
before February 1, government authority to listen in on American 
communications without a warrant will expire. 


FBI Aims for World’s Largest Biometrics Database 


The FBI’s Criminal Justice Information Services Division, which 
is located in Clarksburg, West Virginia, has launched a $1 billion 
effort to build the world’s largest computer database of people’s 
physical characteristics, termed “biometrics.” These include digi- 
tal images of faces, fingerprints, and palm patterns, and in com- 
ing years could be upgraded to include iris patterns, face shapes, 
scars, and even data on people’s voices and walking patterns. 

In an interview with the Washington Post published December 
22, Thomas E. Bush III, assistant director of the FBI division im- 
plementing the system, described the new database, called Next 
Generation Identification, as, “Bigger. Faster. Better. That’s the 
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bottom line.” The FBI’s computer server is located in an under- 
ground facility the size of two football fields. The system cur- 
rently matches up to 100,000 fingerprint records daily against its 
database of 55 million digital prints in storage. 

Civil libertarians and others worried about privacy have ex- 
pressed concerns about the new system. One critic cited by the 
Post was Marc Rotenberg, executive director of the Electronic 
Privacy Information Center. Said Rotenberg: “You’re giving the 
federal government access to an extraordinary amount of infor- 
mation linked to biometric identifiers that is becoming increas- 
ingly inaccurate.” 


re 


INSIDE TRACK 


Pakistan in Chaos oeem Bhutto’s Assassination 


Following the brutal assassination 
of former Pakistani Prime Minister 
Benazir Bhutto on December 27, 
the nuclear-armed nation nominal- 
ly led by U.S.-supported strongman 
Pervez Musharraf descended into 
violence and chaos. Bhutto, who 
had returned to Pakistan to seek 
the office of prime minister, had 
already survived one assassination 
attempt. 

In October, a suicide bomber 
struck a rally held in Karachi to 
welcome her back. According to 
the London Times, after narrowly escaping that attempt on her 
life, “Bhutto said ... that she had received a letter, signed by some- 
one claiming to be a friend of al-Qaeda and Osama bin Laden, 
threatening to slaughter her like a goat.” Al-Qaeda, in fact, has 
claimed responsibility for her assassination. Others, however, 
may bear some responsibility. 

In an e-mail to a friend and adviser written two months before 
her death and only revealed by CNN after the attack that took her 
life, Bhutto said that Musharraf should bear some of the blame 
in the event that she were killed. “Nothing will, God willing hap- 
pen,” she wrote in the e-mail that she instructed should only be 
publicly revealed by CNN’s Wolf Blitzer in the event of her death. 
“Just wanted u to know if it does in addition to the names in my 
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letter to Musharaf of Oct 16nth, I 
wld hold Musharaf responsible,” 
she wrote. “I have been made to 
feel insecure by his minions and 
there is no way what is happen- 
ing in terms of stopping me from 
taking private cars or using tinted 
windows or giving jammers or four 
police mobiles to cover all sides 
cld happen without him.” Accord- 
ing to Bhutto, the Musharraf gov- 
ernment had refused, in the wake 
of the October attack, to provide 
her with sufficient security. 

Bhutto’s slaying makes the prospect of increasing instability 
and confrontation in the nation, and in the region, almost a cer- 
tainty. The role played by U:S. aid to the Musharraf government 
in incubating the instability, however, should not be downplayed. 
The United States has given about $1 billion a year in aid to 
Musharraf, propping up an unpopular dictator and fanning the 
flames of discord in the predominantly Islamic nation. That, in 
fact, was the message Benazir Bhutto herself had for President 
Bush. In an interview with Parade magazine shortly before her 
death, the slain leader said: “I would say [to President Bush], 
“Your policy of supporting dictatorship is breaking up my coun- 
try.” I now think al-Qaeda can be marching on Islamabad in two 
to four years.” 


Benazir 
Bhutto 


Many Illegal Immigrants Are “Self-Deporting” 


An increasing number of illegal immigrants have begun leaving 
the United States voluntarily and returning to their native coun- 
tries. A December 24 Reuters news service report on this topic 
featured interviews with several illegal immigrants residing in 
Arizona, Massachusetts, and Iowa to compile a general sense of 
what motivated the immigrants to pack up and leave. The fear of 
being apprehended and deported, as well as limited employment 


opportunities, and the declining value of the U.S. dollar, which 
many illegals send home to families in their native lands, were all 
mentioned as factors. Not all of the migration is to other nations, 
however. As some states pass laws demanding greater state and 
even municipal cooperation with federal immigration officials, 
illegal immigrants have been leaving areas of strict enforcement 
and moving to areas where enforcement is more lax. 


Wisconsin Measure Would Prevent 


On November 15, 2007, a public hearing was held in Wiscon- 
sin for a measure sponsored by Republican State Representative 
Scott Gunderson that would prevent state and local law enforce- 
ment officials from confiscating guns and ammunition from law- 
abiding citizens in the event of an emergency. The text of the 
bill that passed the state Assembly on December 11 by a vote 
of 84-13 states that a person granted emergency powers during 
a natural or man-made disaster “may not exercise the powers to 
restrict the possession, transfer, sale, transport, storage, display, 
or use of firearms or ammunition during an emergency.” 

The Wisconsin measure was prompted by concerns over the 


“Emergency” Gun Confiscation 


gun confiscation that took place in New Orleans during the Hur- 
ricane Katrina disaster. Similar legislation at the federal level was 
signed into law in 2006. The federal measure, however, applied 
only to law enforcement agencies receiving federal funds — state 
and local agencies not receiving federal funds could still confis- 
cate weapons during an emergency. The measure in Wisconsin 
would prevent all state law enforcement officers from confiscat- 
ing weapons. 

Similar measures have been considered elsewhere. Arizona 
State Representative Russell Pearce supported a similar bill in 
Arizona that was signed into law last April. 
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Bush Signs Stringent Energy Bill 


President Bush signed H.R. 6, the Energy Independence and Secu- 
rity Act of 2007, into law on December 19, ushering in the next era 
of government regulation of our nation’s energy marketplace. 

Notable provisions of the new law include: 

¢ Increased fuel economy standards to achieve a combined fuel 
economy average for the 2020 model year of at least 35 miles 
per gallon; 

¢ Establishing a national tire fuel efficiency rating system for 
motor-vehicle replacement tires; 

¢ Federal grants to state and local governments and to private 
or nonprofit entities to encourage the use of plug-in electric drive 
vehicles; 

¢ Grants to automobile manufacturers and suppliers to encour- 
age domestic production of efficient hybrid, plug-in electric hy- 
brid, plug-in electric drive, and advanced diesel vehicles; 

¢ Revising federal regulations to ensure that fuel sold in the 
United States contains a specified volume of “renewable fuel, 
advanced biofuel, cellulosic biofuel, and biomass-based diesel,” 
the most common being ethanol; and 

¢ New energy efficiency standards requiring the use of more 
electricity-efficient light bulbs and appliances. The requirements 
under the law will effectively ban the traditional incandescent 
100-watt bulb beginning in 2012, followed by the 75-watt bulb in 
2013, with 40- and 60-watt bulbs being phased out in 2014. 

The bill repeatedly references greenhouse gases. It provides 
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President Bush 


signs the Energy 
Independence and 
». Security Act of 2007. 


that “each year, the Administrator of the Environmental Pro- 
tection Agency shall issue guidance identifying the makes and 
model numbers of vehicles that are low greenhouse gas emitting 
vehicles” and “take into account the most stringent standards for 
vehicle greenhouse gas emissions applicable to and enforceable 
against motor vehicle manufacturers.” 

The bill orders the EPA administrator “to ensure that transpor- 
tation fuel sold or introduced into commerce in the United States 
... achieves at least a 20 percent reduction in lifecycle greenhouse 
gas emissions.” It also establishes an executive branch “Interna- 
tional Clean Energy Foundation” to serve “the long-term foreign 
policy and energy security goals of reducing global greenhouse 
gas emissions.” 


Six Years and Counting With No Global Warming 


You wouldn’t know it from the dramatic, tearful pronouncements 
of doom that emanated from the UN’s recently concluded climate 
summit in Bali. Nor would Al Gore be likely to let on. But the 
really, really inconvenient truth is that, for six years now there has 
been no global warming. 

According to former long-time BBC science correspondent 
and editor David Whitehouse, global warming, in contradiction 


Al Gore addresses the 


UN climate conference. 
\ , 
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United Nations 
Climate Change Conference _ 


to current theories predicting ever increasing temperatures, has 
stopped. ““The fact is that the global temperature of 2007 is sta- 
tistically the same as 2006 as well as every year since 2001,” 
Whitehouse noted in an article in New Statesman. “Global 
warming has, temporarily or permanently, ceased. Temperatures 
across the world are not increasing as they should according to 
the fundamental theory behind global warming — the green- 
house effect.” In Whitehouse’s estimation, “Something else is 
happening.” 

Maybe it’s global cooling. According to the Washington Times, 
2007 was noteworthy for the number of “record low temperatures 
... being set all over the world.” In Buenos Aires, the Times re- 
counts, “snow fell for the first time since the year 1918. In Peru, 
200 people died from the cold” and “the Peruvian government 
declared a state of emergency” amid a rash of cold-related crop 
failures and respiratory ailments. Similar problems afflicted the 
northern hemisphere with cold snaps in the spring, destroying 95 
percent of South Carolina’s peach crop and 90 percent of North 
Carolina’s apple harvest. 

According to the Times, the cold trend is continuing. “On Dec. 
4, in Seoul, Korea, the temperature was a record minus 5 degrees 
Celsius. Nov. 24, in Meacham, Ore., the minimum temperature 
was 12 degrees Fahrenheit colder than the previous record low 
set in 1952. The Canadian government warns that this winter is 
likely to be the coldest in 15 years.” 
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Mike 
Huckabee 


Huckabee Claims Heaven Is Behind His Boost in the Polls 
“There is only one explanation for it, and it’s not a human one. It’s 
the same power that helped a little boy with two fishes and five loaves 
feed a crowd of 5,000 people.... And I’m not being facetious.” 
Speaking at Liberty University in Virginia, presidential candidate 
Mike Huckabee failed to give any credit for his surge to his close 
relationship with Council on Foreign Relations President Richard 
N. Haass or to the major media organs that CFR members own 
_ and manage. 
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Pulling Out of Race, He Claims Success 

for His Anti-illegal Immigration Stand 

“All I’ve heard is people trying to out-Tancredo Tancredo.” 
As he announced his withdrawal from the nomination pro- 
cess, Colorado Congressman Tom Tancredo said he had 
accomplished making the illegal immigration problem a 
major campaign issue. He will not seek reelection to the 
House but is considering a run for the U.S. Senate. Tom Tancredo 
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Al-Qaeda’s Media Campaigns Continue to Impress 

“T think their media capability is as sophisticated as ever. It shows how this group with seventh-century 
ideology is exploiting 21st-century media capabilities.” 

Al-Qaeda’s media arm known as Al-Sahab has issued an invitation for others to interview the terror 
group’s Ayman al-Zawahiri. This surprising Internet message prompted Georgetown University terror 
specialist Bruce Hoffman to urge all not to discount al-Qaeda’s growing reach for respectability. 


Colorado Moves Against Electronic Voting Machines 

“The bell has been rung on the problems of electronic voting machines.” 

When thousands of Colorado’s electronic voting machines were decertified because of untrustworthi- 
ness by the state’s secretary of state, Senate Majority Leader Ken Gordon, who advocates mail bal- 
loting, expressed delight. 


Creation Institute Given Permission to Operate Online in Texas 

“The harmful consequences of evolutionary thinking on families and society (abortion, promiscuity, 
drug abuse, homosexuality and many others) are evident all around us.” 

State of Texas education authorities have granted permission for the Bible-based Institute for Creation 
Research to offer online Master’s degrees. The group’s website doesn’t hesitate to express concerns 
about the fallout from belief in evolution. 


Laotians Who Allied With U.S. Forces Are Still Hunted by the Communist Government 

“Tf I surrender, I will be punished. They will never forgive me. I cannot live outside the jungle because 
I am a former American soldier.” 

Claiming to have been attacked twice during 2007 by the Laotian Army, Xang Yang and a small group 
of comrades who fought with Americans during the Vietnam 
War are still considered enemies of the Laotian government 
more than 30 years after the fighting ended. 


Senator Asks a Very Good Question 

“Why is it that hundreds of bar owners can be sanctioned in 
Missouri for letting somebody with a fake ID have a beer, but 
we can’t manage to sanction hundreds of employers for letting 
people use fake identities to obtain a job?” 

Missouri’s Democratic Senator Claire McCaskill, a former 
State prosecutor, points to a problem estimated to include six 
million U.S. companies that employ at least seven million un- 
authorized workers. 


— COMPILED BY JOHN F. MCMANUS 
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One of the best-kept secrets of our 
constitutional system, it seems, is 
that Congress can effectively nullify 
Roe v. Wade — and other judicial 
abuses — through legislation. 


by John Eidsmoe 


he right to life. The Ten Command- 
ments. Prayer in schools. Flag des- 
ecration. Same-sex marriage. 


As the federal courts consider cases 
that involve the most deep-seated convic- 


John Eidsmoe is senior staff attorney on the Alabama 


Supreme Court, a professor at Oak Brook College of 


Law, and a retired lieutenant colonel in the U.S. Air 


Force Reserve. 


tions of Americans and issues upon which 
Americans are sharply divided, they un- 
derstandably strike raw nerves. Public 
frustration is redoubled because, of the 
three branches of government, the judi- 
ciary is the farthest removed from popular 
election and public influence. It seems to 


many that the nation is being governed by 
the “majority vote of a nine-person com- 
mittee of lawyers, unelected and holding 
office for life,’ as Professor Lino Graglia 
has said. 


As the federal courts render decisions 
that usurp powers never delegated to them 
by the people through the Constitution, 
concerned citizens look for ways to curb 
the court’s power. Perhaps the most com- 
monly promoted remedy is to amend the 
Constitution to end this or that judicial 
abuse. A basic problem with this approach 
is that the Constitution is very difficult to 
change. Both houses of Congress must 
pass a constitutional amendment by a 
two-thirds majority vote in order to submit 
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ce 


The Supreme Court possesses “original jurisdiction” only in those few areas specified in Article Ill, Section 

2 of the Constitution. In all other cases, the Supreme Court “shall have appellate jurisdiction ... with such 
exceptions, and under such regulations as the Congress shall make.” (Emphasis added.) Congress can use 
this “Exceptions Clause” to prohibit the court from deciding abortion cases, and that in turn would enable the 


states to once again determine their own abortion laws. 


the proposed amendment to the states for 
ratification, and three-fourths of the states 
must then ratify the amendment for it to 
become a part of the Constitution. Since 
the Constitution was adopted, it has been 
amended in this manner only 27 times, in- 
cluding the first 10 amendments (the Bill 
of Rights).* 

But there are other concerns regarding 
the constitutional amendment approach be- 
sides the difficulty of amending the Consti- 
tution. Is it wise, we should ask ourselves, 
to call for a constitutional amendment 
every time the federal judiciary oversteps 
its constitutional authority? If the “reme- 
dy” is to change the Constitution, does that 
not imply that the judicial abuse may be 
constitutional? Does that not send a signal 
to the federal courts that they can impose 
whatever rulings they want, no matter how 
outrageous, until such time as they are 


* The only other way to amend the Constitution is 
for two-thirds of the states to call a convention for 
proposing amendments. We have not had a con- 
stitutional convention since the original one of 
1787, but if a modern-day convention were called, 
it could probably propose any number of amend- 


ments including a new Constitution. 
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stopped by a constitutional amendment? 

Moreover, since much of the judicial ac- 
tivism has entailed usurping powers that 
have belonged to the states, we should be 
very wary of national “solutions” that end 
up transferring state powers to the federal 
government. 

Fortunately, the Founding Fathers not 
only divided federal powers among three 
branches of government, they also em- 
bedded our Constitution with checks and 
balances to prevent any of the branches — 
including the judiciary — from usurping 
powers. One such check is that judges may 
be impeached. Another check — the focus 
of this article — is that Congress may limit 
the Supreme Court’s appellate 
jurisdiction (the court’s juris- 
diction to hear appeals) pursu- 
ant to the “Exceptions Clause” 
in Article III, Section 2 of the 
Constitution. Congress could 
do so simply by passing legis- 
lation, without having to resort 
to the exceedingly more diffi- 
cult constitutional-amendment 
approach! 

In theory, this would be easy 
to execute. To effectively over- 


turn the 1973 Roe v. Wade 
decision, which federalized 
the abortion issue and legal- 
ized abortion on demand, 
and to allow states to again 
determine their own abor- 
tion policies, the House and 
Senate merely need to tell 
the federal judiciary that it 
can no longer hear abortion 
cases. 

Many judicial activists, 
who are accustomed to 
using the Judiciary as the 
primary avenue for social 
activism, claim that the use 
of the Exceptions Clause to 
curb their activism would 
be unconstitutional. But the 
judicial activists are wrong, 
as we shall see. Not only 
were the Founding Fathers 
clear in their intent regard- 
ing the Exceptions Clause, 
but Congress has applied 
it in the past to limit the 
Supreme Court’s appellate 
jurisdiction. 
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Intent of the Founders 
The relevant part of Article HI, Section 2 
of the Constitution reads: 


In all Cases affecting Ambassadors, 
other public Ministers and Consuls, 
and those in which a State shall be 
Party, the Supreme Court shall have 
original Jurisdiction. In all the other 
Cases before mentioned, the Su- 
preme Court shall have appellate Ju- 
risdiction, both as to Law and Fact, 
with such Exceptions, and under such 
Regulations as the Congress shall 
make. 


As the federal courts consider cases 
that involve highly controversial issues, 
it seems to many that the nation is 
being governed by the “majority vote 

of a nine-person committee of lawyers, 
unelected and holding office for life,” 
as Professor Lino Graglia has said. 
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To overturn the 1973 Roe v. Wade decision, 
which federalized the abortion issue and 
legalized abortion on demand, and to 
allow states to again determine their own 


risdiction shall be origi- 
nal. In all the other cases 
before mentioned, it shall 
be appellate, with such 
exceptions and under 
such regulations as the 
legislature shall make. 


abortion policies, the House and Senate 


merely need to tell the federal judiciary 
that it can no longer hear abortion cases. 


The words “with such Exceptions, and 
under such Regulations as the Congress 
shall make” constitute the Exceptions 
Clause. For a correct understanding of 
what these words mean, we need to exam- 
ine the original intent. 

On August 6, 1787, the Committee on 
Detail presented its proposed draft to the 
Constitutional Convention. Article XI of 
the proposed constitution read in part: 


In cases of impeachment, cases af- 
fecting ambassadors, other public 
ministers, and consuls, and those in 
which a state shall be party, this ju- 


Supreme Court Justice Antonin Scalia acknowledged in a 1995 decision that if a new law “makes clear 
that it is retroactive, an appellate court must apply that law in reviewing judgments still on appeal that were 
rendered before the law was enacted, and must alter the outcome accordingly.” 


The Exceptions Clause ap- 
pears above in much the 
same form as that finally 
adopted. On August 27, the 
Convention considered the 
proposed Article XI. According to Madi- 
son’s Notes: 


Mr. Govr. MORRIS wished to know 
what was meant by the words “In all 
the cases before mentioned it [juris- 
diction] shall be appellate with such 
exceptions &c,” whether it extended 
to matters of fact as well as law — 
and to cases of Common law as well 
as Civil law. 

Mr. WILSON. The Committee he 
believed meant facts as well as law & 
Common as well as Civil law. The ju- 
risdiction of the federal Court of Ap- 


peals had he said been so construed. 

Mr. DICKINSON moved to add 
after the word “appellate” the words 
both as to law & fact which was 
agreed to. 


James Wilson’s answer to Gouverneur 
Morris suggests that the delegates in- 
tended the Exceptions Clause to empower 
Congress to limit the Supreme Court’s ap- 
pellate jurisdiction over substantive issues 
of law, common and civil, as well as to 
empower Congress to withdraw from the 
court the power to disturb jury verdicts. 

After various amendments were pro- 
posed and defeated or withdrawn, the del- 
egates turned their attention to other por- 
tions of the proposed draft. On September 
8, they chose a Committee on Revision, 
sometimes called the Committee on Style, 
to prepare a final draft of the proposed 
constitution. On September 12 the com- 
mittee presented its Revised Draft of the 
Constitution. No records of the commit- 
tee’s deliberations are available; but the 
language of Article III (The Judiciary) was 
in almost exactly the form that was finally 
adopted. 

After the Constitution was 
signed on September 17, “in 
the Year of Our Lord” 1787, it 
was sent to the states for ratifi- 
cation. The ratification debates 
provide further helpful insights 
into the meaning of the Excep- 
tions Clause. 

The Federalist Papers, a 
series of 85 essays written in 
1787 and 1788 by John Jay, 
Alexander Hamilton, and 
James Madison, were pub- 
lished in newspapers to ex- 
plain the proposed Constitu- 
tion and persuade people to 
support its adoption. In The 
Federalist, No. 80, Hamilton 
set forth the various aspects of 
Supreme Court jurisdiction, 
and then concluded that essay 
by saying, “From this review 
of the particular powers of the 
federal judiciary ... it appears, 
that they are all conformable 
to the principles which ought 
to have governed the structure 
of that department, and which 
were necessary to the perfec- 
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tion of the system. If some 
partial inconveniences should 
appear to be connected with 
the incorporation of any of 
them into the plan, it ought to 
be recollected, that the nation- 
al legislature will have ample 
authority to make such excep- 
tions, and to provide such reg- 
ulations, as will be calculated 
to obviate or remove these in- 
conveniences.” 

In Essay No. 81, Hamil- 
ton described the Exceptions 
Clause as a protection against 
judicial abuse: “A very small 
portion of original jurisdic- 
tion has been reserved to the 
supreme court, and the rest 
consigned to the subordinate 
tribunals; that the supreme 
court will possess an appellate 
jurisdiction, both as to law and 
fact, in all the cases referred to 
them, but subject to any excep- 
tions and regulations which 
may be thought advisable; that 
this appellate jurisdiction does, in no case, 
abolish the trial by jury.” 

In Essay No. 80, Hamilton said the 
Exceptions Clause empowers Congress 
to limit the court’s appellate jurisdiction 
over substantive matters of common and 
civil law, and in No. 81 he said the Ex- 
ceptions Clause empowers Congress to 
limit the court’s authority to review jury 
determinations. This is consistent with the 
explanation James Wilson gave to Gou- 
verneur Morris at the Convention: that the 
Exceptions Clause includes the power to 
limit the court’s appellate jurisdiction over 
civil and common law, and also includes 
the power to limit the court’s appellate ju- 
risdiction over jury determinations. 

The Anti-Federalists (those who op- 
posed ratifying the Constitution, fearing 
that it would create too strong a federal 
government), agreed with the Federalists 
(those who supported ratification) that the 
Exceptions Clause provided an answer to 
judicial abuse, though they expressed res- 
ervations about how well it would func- 
tion. “Brutus” (probably Robert Yates of 
New York), an Anti-Federalist writer, ad- 
dressed the Exceptions Clause in a March 
6, 1788 letter: “The natural meaning of 
this paragraph seems to be no more than 
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this, that Congress may declare, that cer- 
tain cases shall not be subject to the appel- 
late jurisdiction, and they may point out 
the mode in which the court shall proceed 
in bringing up the causes before them, the 
manner of their taking evidence to estab- 
lish the facts, and the method of the courts 
proceeding.” 

At Virginia’s ratifying convention, 
anti-Federalist Patrick Henry agreed with 
Federalist (and convention president) Ed- 
mund Pendleton that Congress could limit 
the court’s appellate jurisdiction and that 
this is a substantial power. Henry said it 
could be used to prevent sheriffs from en- 
gaging in unlawful searches and seizures. 
But they disagreed as to whether this was 
an adequate check upon judicial abuse. 
Pendleton said that because congressmen 
represent the states and the people, they 
could be trusted to protect their constitu- 
ents from judicial abuses. Henry said it is 
naive to rest our liberties on the assump- 
tion that our leaders will be virtuous. 

George Mason, one of the Constitutional 
Convention delegates who had refused to 
sign the Constitution, argued that the ap- 
pellate jurisdiction of the Supreme Court 
could be abused by appeals that would be 
vexatious to people who could not afford 


Founding intent: The records of the Constitutional Convention as well as the ratification debates that 
followed make clear that our Founding Fathers intended the Exceptions Clause to be a powerful tool 
Congress could use to check judicial abuse. 


the costs of litigation. James Madison an- 
swered the objection with the Exceptions 
Clause: “As to vexatious appeals, they can 
be remedied by Congress.” 

On June 20 Mason again objected to 
the powers of the judiciary. John Mar- 
shall, later to become Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court, answered, “What is the 
meaning of the term exception? Does it not 
mean an alteration and diminution? Con- 
gress is empowered to make exceptions 
to the appellate jurisdiction, as to law and 
fact, of the Supreme Court. These excep- 
tions certainly go as far as the legislature 
may think proper for the interest and lib- 
erty of the people.” 

During the ratification process, support- 
ers and opponents generally agreed that 
Congress could use the Exceptions Clause 
to limit the court’s authority to overturn 
jury verdicts (although Brutus and Patrick 
Henry questioned that), and even seemed 
to agree that this congressional check on 
the court went beyond the questions of jury 
verdicts. But they disagreed as to whether 
the Exceptions Clause provided an ad- 
equate remedy. Hamilton and Madison 
viewed the clause as a general power to 
limit appellate jurisdiction, and Marshall 
believed Congress’ authority to limit ap- 
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pellate jurisdiction extends 
as far as Congress shall de- 
termine that the interest of 
the people requires. 


The Case Law 

The best-known case involv- 
ing the Exceptions Clause is 
Ex parte McCardle, an 1868 
Supreme Court case involv- 
ing a Mississippi newspaper 
editor who was detained by 
occupying federal military 
authorities for writing and 
publishing “incendiary and 
libelous” articles critical of 
Reconstruction and military 
rule of the South following 
the War Between the States. 
McCardle filed a petition 
for a writ of habeas corpus, 
claiming that his imprison- 
ment was unconstitutional 
and that an 1867 statute 
authorized the Supreme 
Court to hear appeals from 
denials of writs of habeas 
corpus. The United States argued that the 
1867 act applied only to state prisoners, 
not federal prisoners. The Supreme Court 
rejected this proposition and set the case 
for argument. 

The McCardle case was argued March 
9, 1868. On March 12, Congress repealed 
the provision of the 1867 act that gave the 
Supreme Court appellate jurisdiction over 
writs of habeas corpus. Several members 
of Congress clearly stated that their pur- 
pose was to prevent the Supreme Court 
from deciding McCardle and thereby 
hinder Reconstruction. One congressman 
declared that the legislation was “aimed at 
striking at a branch of the jurisdiction of 
the Supreme Court ... thereby sweeping 
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Two leading 20th-century cases, Plaut 
v. Spendthrift Farm, Inc. in 1995 and 

Felker v. Turpin in 1996, addressed the 
Exceptions Clause. Both acknowledged 


that Congress had the authority to 


limit the appellate jurisdiction of the 


Supreme Court. 
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the case from the docket by taking away 
the jurisdiction of the Court.” President 
Andrew Johnson vetoed the bill on March 
25, and Congress overrode his veto on 
March 27. 

A few months after McCardle, the 
Supreme Court decided Ex parte Yerger, 
another case of a newspaper editor chal- 
lenging the Military Reconstruction Act. 
On the surface, this may appear as if the 
Supreme Court had defiantly challenged 
Congress’ power to limit its appellate ju- 
risdiction. But a careful reading of this 
case shows that the court did not directly 
contradict or overrule Congress in its han- 
dling of McCardle; the court instead heard 
Yerger’s case based on a technical point, 
noting that the 1867 act that re- 
pealed its appellate jurisdiction 
over writs of habeas corpus did 
not affect its jurisdiction over 
writs of certiorari. Put simply: 
the court narrowly defined what 
limits Congress had set upon the 
court, not what Congress has the 
power to do. 

The fact that the Supreme 
Court did not dispute Congress’ 
actions in McCardle is not sur- 
prising, given the great deal of 


“Ten Commandments” judge: Former Alabama Chief Justice Roy Moore, who took a courageous stand for 
displaying the Ten Commandments at the Alabama Supreme Court, has proposed using the Exceptions Clause 
to limit the jurisdiction of the federal courts over cases involving the display of the Ten Commandments. 


deference it had previously shown toward 
congressional power. In fact, prior to Mc- 
Cardle the court had taken a very narrow 
view of its own jurisdiction and a broad 
view of the power of Congress to define 
and limit its jurisdiction. In earlier years 
the court seemed to believe its powers 
of jurisdiction were not self-executing. 
Rather, even in those areas in which the 
Constitution gives the court original or ap- 
pellate jurisdiction, the court can exercise 
that jurisdiction only pursuant to an act of 
Congress. 

In Turner v. Bank of North America 
(1799), Justice Samuel Chase wrote, “The 
notion has frequently been entertained, 
that the federal courts derive their judicial 
power immediately from the constitution; 
but the political truth is, that the dispos- 
al of the judicial power (except in a few 
specified instances) belongs to Congress. 
If Congress has given the power to this 
Court, we possess it, not otherwise: and 
if Congress has not given the power to us, 
or to any other Court, it still remains at the 
legislative disposal.” 

In 1881, the court considered The Fran- 
cis Wright, another Exceptions Clause 
case, and simply ruled: “While the appel- 
late power of this court under the Consti- 
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Congress is the key: Congress can use the Exceptions Clause in Article Ill, Section 2 of the Constitution to 
restrict federal judicial activism, but it’s unlikely to do so unless this congressional power becomes much 


more widely known. 


tution extends to all cases within the ju- 
dicial power of the United States, actual 
jurisdiction under the power is confined 
within such limits as Congress sees fit to 
prescribe.... What those powers shall be, 
and to what extent they shall be exercised, 
are, and always have been, proper subjects 
of legislative control.” 

Two leading 20"-century cases also 
addressed the Exceptions Clause. Both 
acknowledged that Congress had the au- 
thority to limit the appellate jurisdiction 
of the Supreme Court. In 1995, in Plaut v. 
Spendthrift Farm, Inc., the court heard a 
challenge to an act of Congress that had the 
effect of overturning a previous Supreme 
Court decision. Though the court held the 
act unconstitutional under the Separation 
of Powers doctrine, it stipulated Congress’ 
authority to limit cases the court could 
hear. Speaking for the court majority, Jus- 
tice Antonin Scalia acknowledged that if a 
new law “makes clear that it is retroactive, 
an appellate court must apply that law in 
reviewing judgments still on appeal that 
were rendered before the law was enacted, 
and must alter the outcome accordingly.” 

In 1996, the Supreme Court considered 
Felker v. Turpin. Felker had been convicted 
of murder and sentenced to death; his state 


THE NEW AMERICAN ¢ JANUARY 21, 2008 


. 
Bibeiah 


a 


court appeals had been denied; and his pe- 
tition for writ of habeas corpus (his appeal 
for a hearing) in federal district court had 
been denied as well. He then brought a 
second habeas corpus petition in federal 
court, but while it was pending, Congress 
passed the Antiterrorism and Effective 
Death Penalty Act of 1996. This act pro- 
vides that after a first petition for writ of 
habeas corpus has been denied, subsequent 
petitions for writs of habeas corpus must 
be dismissed unless the law under which 
the petitioner had been convicted has been 
changed, or unless new evidence has been 
discovered that could not previously have 
been known, and no reasonable fact-finder 
would have convicted the petitioner if this 
evidence had been presented at the trial. 
Felker argued that the 1996 act uncon- 
stitutionally usurped the appellate jurisdic- 
tion of the federal courts. But Chief Justice 
William Rehnquist 
ruled that the act is 
constitutional. He 
noted that the act did 
not deprive the court 
of its jurisdiction to 
hear the first petition 
for writ of habeas 
corpus, and further, 
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that the act did not deprive 
the court of its authority to 
hear original petitions for 
writs of habeas corpus. 


Exceptions Clause Today 
If we are truly interested in 
reining in our out-of-control 
federal judiciary on issues 
such as abortion, we should 
work to take the powerful 
congressional “Exceptions 
Clause” off the shelf and put 
it into practice. 

In fact, there is now leg- 
islation before Congress to 
do exactly that. Last year, 
Congressman Ron Paul (R- 
Texas) introduced the Sanc- 
tity of Life Act (H.R. 2597) 
and the “We the People 
Act” (H.R. 300) to limit the 
jurisdiction of the federal 
courts in certain areas. The 
Sanctity of Life Act, as the 
name implies, would limit 
the appellate jurisdiction of 
the Supreme Court and the jurisdiction of 
federal district courts to prevent them from 
adjudicating abortion cases. The “We the 
People Act” would prevent the federal ju- 
diciary from adjudicating not only cases 
concerning “reproduction” but also same- 
sex marriage and state or local policies 
concerning the free exercise or establish- 
ment of religion. Others have proposed to 
eliminate the Supreme Court’s jurisdiction 
over cases involving same-sex matriage, 
the display of the Ten Commandments, 
and other controversial subjects. 

Congress can and should use its power 
under the Exceptions Clause to effective- 
ly eliminate Roe v. Wade and to end other 
abuses by the federal judiciary as well. But 
it will not happen until we inform many 
more of our fellow citizens about the ex- 
istence of this power and put pressure on 
Congress to apply it. 
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by Ann Shibler 


enerally speaking, the average 

American, whether pro-life or 

pro-abortion, is aware that the 

number of abortions commit- 

ted in this country is in the mil- 
lions. Both the Center for Disease Control 
(CDC) and the Alan Guttmacher Institute 
(AGI), an arm of Planned Parenthood 
(PP), keep count by directly surveying 
doctors and clinics for the data each year. 
According to records they’ve compiled 
since 1967, when some individual states 
decriminalized abortion, an estimated 
46 million surgical abortions have taken 
place in the United States. That’s an aver- 
age of 1.3 million innocent lives termi- 
nated per year. 

AGI reports that the number of abor- 
tions has been decreasing in recent years, 
from 1.36 million in 1996 to 1.29 million 
by 2002, with that trend continuing down- 
ward through 2005. However, these num- 
bers don’t account for chemically induced, 
sometimes called medically induced, abor- 
tions, which are now on the rise. 

Whether termed “abortifacients,” 
“emergency contraceptives,” or the “morn- 
ing after pill,” these are drugs designed to 
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Abortifacients, drugs or agents 
that cause an abortion, are 
commonly sold to women 
who think they are getting 
substances that prevent 
conception altogether. 


prohibit a newly conceived child from im- 
planting in the womb for nourishment and 
are now widely available, with statistical 
use largely unreported. RU-486 (Mifepris- 
ton), methotrexate, and the Intra-uterine 
Device (IUD) all prevent the fertilized 
embryo’s implantation, with Mifepriston 
and methotrexate also causing the fetus to 
be expelled. Some injections produce the 
same effect. The World Health Organiza- 
tion’s newest “vaccines” make a woman’s 
immune system attack and destroy her 
own baby. 

But the main abortion-inducing drug 
just may be birth control pills (BCPs). Ex- 
perts in the fields of pharmacy, biology, 
gynecology, and obstetrics have come 
to the conclusion that today’s hormonal 
contraceptives not only possess their con- 
traceptive properties but have potential 
abortifacient mechanisms that can kick in 
when the contraceptive mechanism fails. 
Though these claims are backed up with 
scientific evidence, contraceptive users 
may be innocently ignorant about the true 
properties of these substances. 


The Need for Informed Consent 

Few prescribing physicians and patients 
seem to be aware of the postfertilization 
effects of birth control pills. This lack of 
understanding represents a failure to fully 
inform patients about something with 


physical, moral, ethical, and psychologi- 
cal consequences. 

In the Archives of Family Medicine, 
an out-of-print journal published by the 
American Medical Association, Drs. Wal- 
ter L. Larimore and Joseph B. Stanford, in 
a 2000 paper entitled “Postfertilization Ef- 
fects of Oral Contraceptives and Their Re- 
lationship to Informed Consent,” advocate 
for objective presentation of the potential 
for the abortifacient or postfertilization ef- 
fects to all patients during informed-con- 
sent discussions. They propose that failure 
to disclose this information might violate 
the morals of some women and “would 
effectively eliminate the likelihood that 
the woman’s consent was truly informed.” 
They note that women who did not have 
full disclosure or understanding might 
learn of the abortifacient effect after taking 
BCPs and respond with “disappointment, 
anger, guilt, sadness, rage, depression, or 
a sense of having been violated by the 
provider.” 

So, why hasn’t the proper and credible 
information been disclosed to patients? 
What about physicians, nurses, counsel- 
ors, and religious pastors? Why have they 
been silent in this matter? For one thing, 
obscure technical and scientific journals 
are not everyday reading for most. The di- 
lemma is perhaps furthered by the medical 
textbooks used in universities that do not 
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distinguish between contraceptives and abortifacients — 
most doctors have simply never heard of it before, adding 
to the confusion. 

However, there is another reason why there’s no clear un- 
derstanding about what could be the lethal consequences of 
BCPs — outright deception. In the mid-60s, the American 
College of Obstetricians, with the agreement of the CDC and 
Department of Health, Education and Welfare, along with 
Big Pharma, adopted a new definition of pregnancy. Previ- 
ously it had been defined as beginning from the moment 
of fertilization — conception. They redefined it, claiming 
pregnancy did not start until the baby is implanted in the lin- 
ing of the womb, usually occurring five to seven days after 
conception. With this “new” definition, the abortifacient pur- 
veyors can, through semantic manipulation, openly promote 
abortifacients as contraceptives, hoodwinking overworked 
physicians and busy women alike. 


The Mechanisms 
According to definition, an effective contraceptive would 
absolutely prevent conception — it would suppress or in- 
hibit ovulation, making it impossible for sperm to meet with 
eggs. The only products falling into this category are jellies 
and foams — spermicides — and condoms. (Diaphragms are 
considered a mechanical barrier and not true contraceptives. 
But they are not abortifacients either.) 

Today’s birth control pills are not the same “Pill” of the 
1960s. That first pill with its high dose of hormones did 
prevent ovulation in the majority (but not all) of its users, 


», and conception. In the mid-’70s, because of the dangerous 
os side effects associated with the high-dose “Pill,” the phar- 
, maceutical companies started reducing the doses of the hor- 
mones estrogen and progestin from 150 micrograms down 
to 35 micrograms by 1988. Now, some are as low as 20 
micrograms. 
BCPs today work in one of three ways: by suppressing 
_ . or inhibiting ovulation so that fertilization is impeded; al- 
. tering cervical mucus to reduce sperm migration; or via a 


backup mechanism that prevents implantation of the newly 

Types of hormonal birth control on the market today include the oral conceived human life in the lining of the womb by creating 

birth control pill (of which there are over 40 varieties) and an injectable a chemically hostile environment, sometimes called a post- 

ae With te than is million women now using He ee! fertilization effect. In 1994, Dr. Thomas Hilgers, a respected 

oe ee behead  N ihe-auoniiaeea fertility specialist and clinical professor in the Department of 

PrOP P P : Obstetrics and Gynecology at Creighton University School 

of Medicine, said, “All birth control pills available have a 

mechanism which disturbs or disintegrates the lining of the uterus to the 

Experts in the fields of pharmacy, biology, extent that the possibility of abortion exists when break-through ovulation 

: occurs.” (Break-through ovulation is the term used when the contraceptive 

gynecology, ane obstetrics have come component of the pill has failed, allowing ovulation and therefore concep- 
to the conclusion that today’s hormonal tion to take place.) 

contraceptives not only possess their Pharmaceutical company statements, medical textbooks, doctors, Scl- 

entists, and even the government show total agreement when it comes 
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contraceptive properties but have potential to the abortifacient nature of the backup mechanism. Dr. Leon Speroff, 

‘tn ni : zal i the nation’s premier contraceptive expert and advocate, in his paper A 
abortifacient mena that car sR in Clinical Guide for Contraception, says about BCPs, “The progestin in 
when the contraceptive mechanism fails. the combination pill produces an endometrium which is not receptive 


to ovum implantation, a decidualized bed with exhausted and atrophied 
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glands.” Dutch gynecologist Dr. Nine Van 
Der Vange of the Society for Advancement 
in Contraception said, “The contraceptive 
preparations are more complex than has 
been thought. They are not only based on 
inhibition of ovulation.” 

Searle, Ortho, and Wyeth-Ayerst, major 
manufacturers of BCPs, admit in the fine 
print of some of their package inserts that 
alterations in the endometrium (uterine 
lining) reduce the likelihood of “implan- 
tation” of the already conceived embryo. 
Wyeth-Ayerst says its product maximizes 
protection “by causing endometrial chang- 
es that will not support implantation.” The 
Food and Drug Administration reported 
as early as 1976 that the pill changed “the 
characteristics of the uterus so that it is not 
receptive to a fertilized egg.” And a stan- 
dard medical reference, Danforth’s Ob- 
stetrics and Gynecology, states, 
“The production of glycogen by 
the endometrial glands is dimin- 
ished by the ingestion of oral 
contraceptives, which impairs 
the survival of the blastocyst 
in the uterine cavity.” A blasto- 
cyst refers to a newly conceived 
human being. 

While it is difficult to quan- 
tify the postfertilization effects 
of BCPs due to the failure of the 
contraceptive component, there 
is scientific research available to 
support the thesis that chemical- 
ly induced abortions are proba- 
ble. Dr. Van Der Vange conduct- 
ed an award-winning study and 
showed, from research based 
on ultrasound exams and hor- 
monal indicators, a 4.7 percent 
rate of breakthrough ovulation 
occurring in women who were 
given high-dose pills. Dr. Don 
Gambrell, Jr., a gynecological 
endocrinologist at the Medical 
College of Georgia in Augusta, 
noted a 14-percent incidence 
of breakthrough ovulation in 
women taking the relatively 
low dose 50-microgram BCPs 
in his research. Of course, the 
greater the rate of breakthrough 
ovulation, the greater the chance 
that the postfertilization mecha- 
nism would kick in to end the 
pregnancy. 
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Dr. Bogomir M. Kuhar, a doctor of 
pharmacy and director of Pharmacists for 
Life International, cited numerous studies 
by experts and pharmaceutical companies 
in his paper Infant Homicides Through 
Contraception. Dr. Kuhar concluded that 
the average rate of breakthrough ovula- 
tion due to a number of factors is between 
two percent and 10 percent per cycle. By 
factoring in a 25-percent overall concep- 
tion rate for normally fertile couples per 
cycle with a user estimate of 13.9 mil- 
lion (Kuhar’s article was written in 1993 
so the user estimate might be lower than 
today’s), and multiplying them, he de- 
duced a two-percent rate would yield the 
potential for 69,500 chemical abortions 
per cycle or 834,000 per year, while the 
10-percent rate would yield 347,500 per 
cycle or 4,171,000 chemical abortions per 
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“Morning-after pill”: Emergency contraception pills prevent 
implantation of the fertilized embryo in the womb. The pills 
contain high doses of progestin, or a combination of progestin 
and estrogen. FDA approved, they are now legal in the United 
States and obtainable over the counter. 


year — almost all of them due to the pill’s 
abortifacient mechanisms. (Other factors 
such as naturally occurring miscarriages 
and surprise pregnancies would have some 
impact on the numbers.) 

The longer-lasting (three months) 
Depo-Provera injection acts by altering 
the lining of the uterus, preventing implan- 
tation of the newly conceived life. Based 
on one million users with an ovulation rate 
of 40 to 60 percent, combined with a 25- 
percent conception rate, yields either 1.2 
million chemical abortions per year, or 
on the higher end, 1.8 million a year. The 
popular Norplant, a subdermal implant of 
six tiny rods containing only progestin, 
acts up to five years as an abortifacient. 
With an ovulation rate of 50 to 60 percent, 
2,250,000 to 2,925,000 chemical abortions 
might be the result. 

The newer “mini-pill” uses 
only progestin as well, and 
is often given to postpartum 
women who are nursing their 
babies. Ovulation is estimated 
at taking place 67 to 81 percent 
of the time making the possibil- 
ity of postfertilization effects 
high. 


Homicidal Deception? 

One thing is certain: there is no 
data that denies the existence 
of a potential post-concep- 
tional effect; it simply cannot 
be ruled out. And there is evi- 
dence concerning a causal link 
between hormonal birth con- 
trol and abortion, but nothing 
definitive. With the approval of 
RU-486 and methotrexate, both 
“morning after” drugs that kill 
the unborn swiftly and merci- 
lessly, plus all 44 varieties of 
BCPs, implantable and inject- 
able-style drugs, and the new 
“vaccines,” the number of sur- 
gical abortions could now pale 
in comparison to the chemically 
aborted. 

For the pro-life crowd that 
works so tirelessly in trying to 
persuade women not to have a 
single surgical abortion, the evi- 
dence supporting chemical abor- 
tions should prove that more 
work needs to be done. Hf 
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by Isabel Lyman 


SA t the Hard Rock Café in Times 
Y Square, a cluster of report- 

ers and photographers watch a 
large screen. ESPN is broadcasting, live, 
the Heisman Memorial Trophy presenta- 
tion at the nearby Nokia Theater, and the 
press conference featuring this year’s four 
Heisman nominees is scheduled to take 
place in the cafés auditorium shortly after 
the 73rd winner is announced. 

The Heisman Trophy is awarded annu- 
ally to college football’s most outstanding 
player, who is selected by 925 electors 
composed of media personnel, former 
Heisman winners, and one fan ballot. 
Athletes who have won the bronze statue 
include Ohio State’s Archie Griffin and 
Boston College’s Doug Flutie. Admit- 
tedly, this year’s recipient joins an elite 
fraternity. 

Sometime after 9:00 p.m., a strapping 
(6'3", 235-pound) young man, with a cast 
on his right arm, approaches the podium. 
The winner is in the building. Cameras 
flash and questions start. “What is the 
first thing that went through your mind, 
when you heard your name called?” asks 
one reporter. 

“Tt’s surreal, a little bit. I’m thankful and 
honored,” responds a smiling Tim Tebow. 


Isabel Lyman holds a doctorate in social science and is 
the author of The Homeschooling Revolution (2000). 
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Two Who 
SUrvi VE 


Both Tim Tebow and Gianna Jessen 
escaped the death sentence of abortion 
and now inspire others by their full, 
active lives. 


Not only is Tebow, the 20-year-old Uni- 
versity of Florida quarterback, the first 
sophomore to ever receive a Heisman, 
he has beaten out three accomplished 
upperclassmen — Darren McFadden of 
the University of Arkansas, Chase Daniel 
of the University of Missouri, and Colt 
Brennan of the University of Hawaii — 
to do so. 

Then again, it’s all about “firsts” with 
this charismatic athlete, who has been 
dubbed the “walking freight truck” and 
was recruited by 80 schools. He is the only 
player in NCAA history to run and pass 
for at least 20 touchdowns each in one sea- 
son, which included a memorable gridiron 
confrontation with the Florida State Uni- 
versity Seminoles, Florida’s arch rival, in 
which the left-handed-throwing Tebow 
completed the game with a broken right 
hand. 

Veteran sports commentators gush, not 
only about his fearlessness on the field, 
but also about his off-the-field endeavors, 
which include ministry to prison inmates 
and orphans. He has become such a larger- 
than-life persona in Gainesville, where the 
University of Florida is located, that local 
fans like to joke that “Superman wears 
Tim Tebow pajamas.” There is even a 
Tim Tebow bill in the Alabama legislature 
which would afford home scholars (Tebow 
and his siblings were all home-schooled) 
equal access to public-school sports pro- 
grams and extracurricular activities. 


In addition to the Heisman, the Gators’ 
star quarterback has also won the Davey 
O’Brien award, given to the nation’s top 
quarterback, and the Maxwell award, given 
to the best all-around player, and was se- 
lected Associated Press Player of the Year 
and SEC Offensive Player of the Year. 

But history would not have been made 
on this brisk night in the Big Apple if a 
certain woman, also sitting in the audience 
at the Hard Rock Café, had heeded the ad- 
vice of her doctors. 

In the mid-1980s, Pam Tebow and her 
husband, Bob, Tim’s parents, who are 
also University of Florida graduates, were 
launching the Bob Tebow Evangelistic 
Association in the Philippines and raising 
four young children. While abroad, Mrs. 
Tebow contracted amoebic dysentery, 
which is typically transmitted through 
contaminated food or water. During this 
stressful time, which included briefly 
being in a coma, she became pregnant 
with her fifth and final child. 

As Mrs. Tebow explained to USA Today, 
the placenta didn’t attach, possibly due to 
the medication she had used for her ill- 
ness. “I was advised to have an abortion. 
The doctors said he [Tim] was a mass of 
fetal tissue and not a baby.” 

Her Christian faith led her to decline 
the grim medical prognosis. Instead, she 
spent most of the last trimester of the 
pregnancy bedridden, under the care of 
a new doctor, and in prayer for the child. 
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Although Tim was born “malnourished,” 
he was an otherwise healthy infant. 

When the “miracle baby” became a tod- 
dler, the family relocated to a farm outside 
Jacksonville, Florida, where the Tebows 
combined athletics, memorizing Scrip- 
ture, academics, chores, and continued in- 
volvement in the foreign mission field. Of 
his unique upbringing, Tim Tebow states, 
“My parents were tremendous role mod- 
els throughout the process, and there were 
never discipline issues for us.” 


Miraculous Survivor 

In a very real sense, every 
baby is a miracle — a gift 
from God. Some, like Tim 
Tebow, are born into the 
world because their parents 
go against the advice of doc- 
tors to get an abortion. But 
there are a few cases where 
a baby is aborted, but where 
the baby survives the abor- 
tion. Perhaps the best known 
of these miraculous abortion 
survivors, though not nearly 
as well known as she should 
be, is Gianna Jessen. 

Gianna now lives an exam- 
ined and active life just out- 
side of Nashville, Tennessee, 
seemingly worlds apart and 
away from the city that never 
sleeps. A spunky 30-year-old 
single woman, she enjoys 
reading, traveling, singing, 
public speaking, investing in 
real estate, a good cup of cof- 
fee, great friends, and, oh yes, 
getting acknowledged by the 
leader of the free world. 

During the signing of the 
Born-Alive Infants Protection 
Act of 2002 (the legislation 
which guarantees that every 
baby born alive is considered 
a person under federal law), 
President George W. Bush 
said, “I appreciate Gianna Jes- 
sen, who is an abortion survi- 
vor and a pro-life advocate.” 

Gianna’s journey into the 
world, in 1977, was as tumul- 
tuous as it was miraculous. 

The story (a story which she 
has been sharing with audi- 


ences since she was a teen- 
ager) is described by her 
website, www.giannajessen. 
com: “Gianna’s biological 
mother was 17 when she 
had a saline abortion in her 
third trimester. Many Ameri- 
cans don’t realize it is legal 
to have an abortion through- 
out all nine months of preg- 
nancy. After being burned 
alive for approximately 18 


STORY RIGHT TOLIFE 


Although the January 22 anniversary 

of Roe v. Wade is a sad time, Gianna 
remains optimistic. “We’re more of a 
pro-life country. A lot of the shift is due to 
medical science proving ‘their’ arguments 
wrong, proving that there is life in the 
womb and showing surgery in utero.” 


hours in the womb from the saline solu- 
tion, Gianna was delivered alive in a Los 
Angeles County abortion clinic.” 

With the baby weighing only two 
pounds, a nurse at the abortion clinic re- 
quested an ambulance, and the preemie 
began a lengthy hospital stay. Eventually, 
Gianna was placed in foster 
care through the California De- 
partment of Social Services. As 
she candidly notes, “I was taken 
into the custody of government, 
because I would not have been 
properly cared for.” 

At 17 months of age, Gianna 
went to live with the woman she 
calls “my dear Penny.” A dedi- 
cated foster parent, Penny cared 
for Gianna until she was three 
and one-half years old and taught 
Gianna how to walk despite her 
severe physical problems related 
to the abortion. Penny’s daugh- 
ter, Diana DePaul, adopted 
Gianna when she was four, and 
Penny tended to Gianna for over 
a year after Gianna had spine 
surgery at age 10. 

Today Penny, now Gianna’s 
grandmother, is 85 years old, 
still lives in California, and is 
still foster parenting. Of those 
two women in her life, Gianna, a 
born-again Christian, says, “She 
[Diana] told me about Jesus; 
Penny showed me what the love 
of the Lord was.” 

As a result of being abort- 
ed, Gianna has cerebral palsy. 
While her speech is unaffected, 
she reports that her balance is 
poor. She has a limp, occasion- 
ally falls, and deals with stiff 
legs. None of those limitations, 
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however, prevented her from 
running two marathons — 
one, in fact, in London for the 
Stars Organization Support- 
ing Cerebral Palsy charity. “I 
have so much joy through my 
disability,” she says, as some- 
one who subscribes to the 
“adversity makes you grow” 
school of thought. 

This pro-life icon, as she 
has been described, also con- 
tinues to have adventures in 
the spotlight. In 2006, Colorado legisla- 
tor Ted Harvey, a social conservative, in- 
vited Gianna to sing the national anthem 
during the week that the legislature was 
acknowledging the 90th anniversary of 
Planned Parenthood of the Rocky Moun- 
tains. Although Gianna was mortified that 


Gianna Jessen miraculously survived the saline abortion her 
biological mom underwent, despite being burned alive in the 

womb for about 18 hours by the saline solution and weighing 
only two pounds. Today she shares her story and speaks 
widely against abortion. 


she forgot the words to the song (I wanted 
to die, she says with a laugh), the legisla- 
tors and guests pitched in and sang along, 
and, at the end, enthusiastically applauded 
her. Afterward, Legislator Harvey, then 
the minority leader in the House of Rep- 
resentatives, dramatically seized the mo- 
ment and told those gathered in the House 
Chambers the rest of the story about this 
advocate for the disabled whom they were 
so taken with. 

“Gianna is an aborted late term fetus that 
was born alive. The high concentration of 
saline in the womb for 24 hours resulted 
in a lack of oxygen to her brain and is the 
cause of her cerebral palsy. Members, 
today we are going to recognize the 90th 
anniversary of Rocky Mountain Planned 
Parenthood. Mr. Speaker, I just wanted 
to put a face to what we are celebrating 
today,” he told the assembly. 

Ted Harvey noted the dramat- 
ic reaction to his words: “Silence 
... deafening silence.” 

During the January 22 anni- 
versary of Roe v. Wade, Gianna 
will not remain quiet, but will 
participate in events aimed at 
remembering the voiceless mil- 
lions who are casualties of the 
abortion wars. Although it’s a 
sad time, she remains optimis- 
tic. “We’re more of a pro-life 
country. A lot of the shift is 
due to medical science prov- 
ing ‘their’ arguments wrong, 
proving that there is life in the 
womb and showing surgery in 
utero.” 

Of her own difficult past, 
Gianna, who desires to someday 
be a wife and mother, simply 
says, “I have met my biological 
mother, and I have offered my 
forgiveness to her.” 

In different ways, Tim Tebow 
and Gianna Jessen both beat a 
death sentence. In similar ways, 
they have impacted countless 
individuals, inspired legislation, 
and are one-of-a-kind ambas- 
sadors for the culture of life. 
Perhaps these two stories will 
help us, as a society, escape the 
“woman’s right to choose” men- 
tality and adopt the “child’s right 
to live” mind-set. 


THE NEW AMERICAN @ JANUARY 21, 2008 


En. THE. |, 1) PERSPEC Vs 


BY MONA KILBORN 


Looking for a Better Life 


‘tla 


any of us have 
heard the often- 
repeated phrase, 


“They are just looking for a 
better life,’ referring to the 
illegal aliens flooding into 
the United States. That may 
be true for some — we don’t 
know — but for some it is ab- 
solutely false. Case in point 
— our family’s experience 
with an illegal alien. 

The date: October 7, 2007. 
Place: Marshalltown, Iowa. 
Event: An illegal alien with 
a fake driver’s license ran 
two stop signs, crossed three 
lanes, and broadsided us at a 
high rate of speed and rolled 
our van over. My mother: dead. My husband: broken back, bro- 
ken hand, four broken ribs, many lacerations including glass still 
embedded in his face. My dad: eight crushed ribs, abdominal 
injuries and surgery, dead spouse. Myself: dead mother, lacera- 
tions, broken ribs. Another passenger with us: lacerations. 

There is no explanation for why the illegal immigrant was 
going so fast through the stop signs or why the vehicle crossed 
the lanes of traffic and hit us. The supposed driver of the vehi- 
cle, an illegal-immigrant woman, was not inebriated or on drugs 
(though her spouse who was with her was drunk). Police ruled 
out that the husband was driving and then switched seats with 
the driver. We do know that the woman immediately lied to the 
police. She said she hit the brakes before the accident. Police 
know she lied because, among several proofs, when brake lights 
are lit when they break, they break in a unique fashion. Police 
also checked her brakes’ hydraulics. They were fine. The woman 
and her husband, whom police could not confirm was an illegal 
immigrant (it is assumed he is a resident alien), had four children 
in the car, and none of them were belted in. Fortunately, they 
were not hurt. 

When I was at the Department of Motor Vehicles getting my 
husband a disability parking permit, I asked a worker how the 
woman had managed to get a fake driver’s license, as I wouldn’t 
have any idea how to procure one. I was told that illegal im- 
migrants commonly order fakes over the Internet for states like 
California, states that don’t give driver information to other 
states. Then the immigrants simply use the “California license” 
to obtain one in another state. 

The woman and her husband were frequent lawbreakers. We 
accessed the Iowa Court online public information. What a list 
of charges we found for the driver and the owner of the vehicle 
that hit us! There was a long list including but not limited to 
methamphetamine possession, OWI twice, assault causing bodi- 


Mona Kilborn (left) 
and her late mother 
Marge Heintz 
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™ ly injury for each of them, 
child endangerment, passing a 
stopped school bus, disorderly 
conduct, multiple charges of 
failure to have a valid driver’s 
license (to solve her problem 
in this area, the driver got a 
fake license; to solve his, the 
vehicle owner paid fines), no 
insurance, failure to have ve- 
hicle registration, etc. For her 
crimes, the driver received 
various jail sentences and 
$835 in fines, but she served 
no time and paid no fines. In 
2006, the woman was given a 
two-year sentence for meth- 
amphetamine possession and 
child endangerment for using 
the drugs in front of her kids. The woman also received a 364- 
day sentence for “assault causing bodily injury.” Her sentence 
and her fine were suspended. If she had served her jail time or 
had been deported, my mother might still be alive. Police gave 
no explanation as to why the woman was not deported when 
she was arrested, but insinuated that Immigration and Customs 
Enforcement (ICE) wouldn’t pick up illegals one or two at a 
time — only in mass raids. When illegal aliens break the law to 
get into the United States, why should anyone be surprised when 
they continue to break laws? I wonder how many citizens would 
receive such leniency, and I become a bit angry. 

People try to “relieve” my anger and grief by telling me that 
my mother was 90 years old, and parents all die someday, imply- 
ing that my mother was due to go. Let me tell you a bit about my 
mother. She was vivacious and alert. She still traveled, quilted 
extensively, canned produce from the garden, and still drove 
herself to card club and church. This past summer she hosted a 
party for 200 people as part of a celebration of her family living 
on the same farm in Iowa for over 100 years, and went to the 
Iowa State Fair on the hottest day of the summer to pick up her 
award for being a Century Farmer. Should I be “relieved” by 
the fact that she made it to 90 years old, or feel cheated out of 
more good years? 

Now for the consequences. For the illegal alien driving — 
a stop sign violation. The fine — $0. Apparently when one is 
looking for a better life, there is no money for fines! Though one 
might assume that killing someone when one has not earned a 
driver’s license would be at least as negligent as killing someone 
while driving drunk and be charged with manslaughter, such 
is not the case. For the owner of the vehicle allowing some- 
one to drive without a license — fines and court costs totaling 
$182. Apparently ICE took custody of the driver, and we assume 
she was deported. We have no closure as we don’t even know 
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what happened to the woman 
who killed my mother. The 
court record states that she 
no longer requires supervised 
probation (for a prior charge) 
since she is out of the country. 
We do wonder if she is back 
in the United States with new 
fake papers. 

When illegal immigrants 
are deported, we hear wailing 
about families being separat- 
ed. Our family was broken. In 
our case the illegal alien was’ & 
into family disruption — our | aa 4 
family. So we are left holding 
the bag — medically, emo- 
tionally, and financially. 

The consequences for 
our family have been high! Already the medical costs are ap- 
proaching a half-million dollars. The owner of the vehicle had 
$100,000 worth of insurance (which a court will divvy up be- 
tween hospitals, my father, and us), but that obviously won’t 
cover everything. So who pays? Our family’s insurance is pick- 
ing up the tab for now, but we don’t know if we will eventually 
have to pay 20 percent of all the bills, and no one will tell us. 
This “not knowing” causes moments of despair, and it has made 
me break down and cry. My husband’s company is also taking a 
large hit, paying my husband’s disability and his paycheck. For 
my father, coverage is through his insurance, our insurance, and 
Medicare (the taxpayer). 

The amount of pain, both physical and emotional, is beyond 
description. Family and friends have to deal with the loss of my 
mother. My dad has lost his soul mate, has lived with us as he 
recovered, and is only now spending part of his days at home. 
Dad spent two weeks at the University of Iowa and endured sur- 
gery, ICU, and unbelievable pain. The accident caused a hernia, 
and he may need more surgery. My husband had surgery for 
his broken back, spent two weeks in the hospital, and now two 
months after surgery is still working hard to recover. 

The lifelong implications are still unknown. I took a month off 
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work without pay of caring for 
handicapped kids in our home, 
and I still provide some care 
for my dad and husband. My 
husband is hoping for a com- 
plete recovery, but at this time 
he can only lift 20 pounds, 
and he cannot stand for long. 
My husband can only work 
a few hours a day. As for the 
teen with us — who knows 
what the psychological conse- 
quences are? Plus the amount 
of paperwork for insurance is 
nearly a full-time job. 

So the next time you hear 
the phrase “they’re just look- 
ing for a better life,’ you 
might just wonder at whose 
expense. I do feel sorry for the families fleeing a totalitarian 
type of government. Our forefathers were there more than 200 
years ago. Our answer was to throw off the yoke and make this 
country a good place to live. I suggest these illegal aliens use 
their energy to do the same in their home country. 

At this point many yell the word “racist.” Not so. Our family 
understands how to legally bring someone to the United States. 
We adopted four children from other countries. We followed all 
the rules — getting fingerprinted at the police station, filling out 
numerous documents, paying all fees — in other words, follow- 
ing the laws of the United States. Our first international adoption 
was in 1974 and at that time all aliens had to report to the post 
office to show the alien registration card yearly. Of course, we 
did that, as it was the law. 

We also fostered 12 children from other countries who came to 
the United States for medical care. We arranged for donated care, 
cared for them after surgery until they were well, and then sent 
them back to their families. Paperwork was difficult, but again we 
did it. I can’t imagine trying to sneak them into the United States 
even though some came for lifesaving open heart surgery. There 
is a process in place for coming to the United States whether it’s 
for adoption, immigration, or even a tourist visa. 
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There were some good parts in the 
past few bleak months. The tremen- 
dous outpouring of love, support, and 
prayers from many friends and rela- 
tives was unbelievable. The local police 
have been fantastic — they are brilliant 
and caring. What a comfort Marshall- 
town Police Officer Rick Lang was at 
the Emergency Room. An off-duty po- 
liceman (Officer Hanken) arrived soon 
after the accident and was a godsend 
to me as he took over attending to my 
mom before the EMT’s arrived. That 
let me help others injured in our van. 
The firefighters came with the “jaws of 
life”’ So many at Marshalltown Medi- 
cal Surgical Center and the University 
of Iowa Hospital were wonderful. After 
two weeks in the hospital, my husband 
needed medical equipment — walker, 
wheelchair, etc. We were so surprised 
that we could borrow the items free of 
charge from Hellberg’s Jewelry Store 
— they store and check out the items for 
the American Legion Post # 46. Friends 
brought food and offered to help in any 
way they could. Many put us on prayer 
chains. Ladies who didn’t even know 
me made a prayer shawl by hand. Our 
children did all the fall yard work, get- 
ting firewood for the winter, etc. Neigh- 
bors tended to our home while we were 
gone. The list goes on and on. 

As for the rest of the story — we 
continue to heal and grieve. We count 
our blessings for what we still have. 
As for the people responsible for our 
grief — you may wonder if they ever 
contacted us to express any sorrow. The 
answer is no. Perhaps they were busy 
“looking for a better life.” Hi 
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THE SUBPRIME CRISIS 


- 


The U.S. government has announced that it will aid Americans affected by the subprime 
mortgage debacle, but the “aid” will merely delay and worsen the consequences. 


by Charles Scaliger 


ack before the dawn of the new mil- 
B lennium, years of rampant money 
creation on the part of the Federal 
Reserve combined with paranoia over the 
supposedly insolvable Y2K bug to create 
the perfect economic storm. As Y2K bore 
down on an increasingly nervous interna- 
tional investment community, the Federal 
Reserve opened the monetary sluice gates 
as wide as they dared, flooding banks with 
liquidity to stave off fears of a millennial 
software Armageddon. The new money, 
as is often the case, was created with re- 
purchase agreements or repos, which the 
sellers (the banks) would be obliged to 
repurchase from the Fed upon expiration 
sometime after the turn of the new century, 
unless the Fed opted to roll them over. 
Many banks decided, as they had so 
often before, to loan their newly created 
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money to institutions that promptly invest- 
ed it in high-potential, tech-heavy stock 
portfolios. 

As events turned out, this little-noticed 
feat of financial wizardry was the final 
act of folly in the farcical drama known 
as the dot-com bubble. Soon after the new 
year, as it became apparent that the greatly 
feared Y2K technological meltdown was 
not going to happen, the Fed decided not 
to roll over all those inflationary repos, 
and the banks, obliged to come up with 
the funds to repurchase them, abruptly 
tightened credit. 

With the money spigots turned off, the 
demand for stocks contracted correspond- 
ingly, and in March 2000, the years-long, 
Fed-fed dot-com frenzy came to an un- 
lovely conclusion. 


Here We Go Again 

Now history is repeating itself. No sooner 
had the dot-com bubble burst than a new 
bubble appeared, much to the relief of be- 


leaguered investors. And once again, even 
though the dizzying rise of real estate 
prices has been recognized as a bubble al- 
most from the outset, buyers and investors, 
unable to resist artificially low interest 
rates and unprecedented access to cheap 
financing, have rushed to acquire real es- 
tate which under normal economic condi- 
tions would be beyond their means. 

In particular, subprime mortgage lend- 
ing — that is, financing mortgages for bor- 
rowers of dubious financial resources and 
less than stellar credit history — has mush- 
roomed since the early part of the decade 
into a multi-trillion dollar industry. Many 
subprime mortgages included adjustable 
rate structures allowing the buyer initially 
to make payments only on the interest, at 
comparatively low rates that would later 
be raised. 

As with the dot-com boom, the real es- 
tate bubble was and continues to be fueled 
by government mismanagement, most 
conspicuously the misallocation of credit 
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by expansionary Federal Reserve policies. 
And once again, as catastrophe looms the 
Federal Reserve and the federal govern- 
ment are trying to fix the problems they 
helped to create by prescribing more bad 
medicine. 

For many borrowers and lenders, the 
day of reckoning has already arrived, with 
mortgage foreclosures, declines in proper- 
ty values, and bankrupt lenders at epic lev- 
els. This year, however, many hundreds of 
thousands more subprime mortgages are 
due to be adjusted upwards to something 
closer to realistic market rates, and the 
cascade of foreclosures and bankruptcies 
in 2008 will probably dwarf that of last 
year. Understandably, Washington is in a 
panic, with some economists forecasting 
economic fallout so dire that an epidemic 
of bank runs, not seen since the Great De- 
pression, may result. 

How have things come to such a pass? 
Today’s growing financial crisis has its 
roots in decades of federal manipulation 
of the economy via the Federal Reserve 
System and an ever-more-abusive regime 
of banking and financial regulations, none 
of which has any basis in constitutionally 
limited government, and all of which has 
severely distorted economic growth and 
investment, creating the house of cards 
that is our modern economy. 

Where the Fed is concerned, years of 
artificially low interest rates encouraged a 
welter of speculative investments in real 
estate, which in turn drove prices to diz- 
zying levels. 

On the regulatory side, the Community 
Reinvestment Act (CRA), passed in 1977 
by the usual assortment of congressional 
do-gooders, has taken its own toll on the 
banking sector. This act, urged upon us 
by anti-capitalist zealots concerned with 
the alleged problem of discriminatory 
lending, compels banks to loan money to 
borrowers who would otherwise not be 
creditworthy. 

Bankers, it seems, are irrationally con- 
cerned about loans being repaid and, left to 
their own devices, will tend to avoid loan- 
ing money to high-risk borrowers. Because 
many high-risk borrowers are from poor 
or minority neighborhoods, the sponsors 
of the CRA routinely accuse the banking 
community of discrimination. Banks with 
an insufficient number of high-risk loans 
in their portfolio run the very real risk of 
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Money maker: Federal Reserve Chairman Ben Bernanke’s smallest utterances affect traders at 
the NYSE. Bernanke, like other Fed chairmen before him, has the unconstitutional power to create 
money out of thin air. Operating largely in secret, the Federal Reserve, America’s central bank, has 
been destroying the value of the U.S. dollar for decades by inflating the money supply, creating a 
long train of recessions and depressions and triggering an unending series of financial crises. 


running afoul of the CRA, with the inevi- 
table fines and other heavy penalties ensu- 
ing. The subprime frenzy has been driven 
at least in part by the post-CRA mental- 
ity that bureaucratic overseers, in cahoots 
with exploitative political activists, have 
imposed on the banking industry. 

Adding fuel to the fire is an array of 
new financial instruments designed to 
disperse the risk of subprime mortgages 
as widely as possible, a natural defensive 
mechanism for banks forced to assume 
such burdens in the first place. Through 
the magic of Structured Investment Vehi- 
cles (SIVs) and other innovative financial 
tools, subprime mortgages have been in 
effect repackaged and distributed to banks 
and other investors worldwide as interest- 
paying investment instruments. 
As a consequence, the implosion 
of the subprime market has taken 
a terrible toll on the entire global 
financial system, triggering a 
credit crunch at the banks and a 
precipitous decline in the issu- 
ance of corporate paper, among 
many other side effects. 


Federal Response 
So what is being done? Every- 
thing except what should be 


done, which is to roll back government 
interference in the operation of the free 
market and ultimately abolish the Federal 
Reserve System itself. Instead, President 
Bush and Congress are already preparing 
to mitigate the crisis by bailing out bor- 
rowers unable to meet their mortgage pay- 
ments. In addition to voluntarily freezing 
the mortgage payments of debtors holding 
ARMs (adjustable-rate mortgages), Presi- 
dent Bush’s plan has created a refinancing 
facility called FHA-Secure, designed to 
shield borrowers and lenders alike from 
the consequences of bad financial deci- 
sions, using U.S. taxpayer funds. 

Nor is this the worst of it. While the 
mainstream media has focused on the ac- 
tions of President Bush and Congress, the 


This year many hundreds of thousands 
more subprime mortgages are due 
to be adjusted upwards to something 


closer to realistic market rates, and 
the cascade of foreclosures and 
bankruptcies in 2008 will probably 
dwarf that of last year. 
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The Community Reinvestment Act has 
taken its toll on the banking sector. This 
act, urged upon us by anti-capitalists 


concerned with the alleged problem of 
discriminatory lending, compels banks 
to loan money to borrowers who would 


otherwise not be creditworthy. 


Federal Reserve, in actions eerily remi- 
niscent of preparations for the Y2K crisis- 
that-wasn’t, has begun pumping money 
into global finance to ease the pain of the 
subprime collapse. In a little-heralded 
December 12 press release, the Federal 
Reserve, in conjunction with the Bank of 
Canada, Bank of England, European Cen- 
tral Bank, and Swiss National Bank, an- 
nounced the establishment of new foreign- 
exchange swap lines and of an entirely new 
money-creating vehicle, the Term Auction 
Facility (TAF). According to the Fed’s 
press release, the TAF will allow the Fed- 
eral Reserve to “auction term funds against 


[a] wide variety of collateral that 
can be used to secure loans at 
the discount window.” 

In layman’s terms, the Feder- 
al Reserve and the other central 
banks involved in the operation 
of the TAF will be doing repur- 
chase agreements, exchanging 
cash for a “broader range of 
collateral” than has heretofore 
been the case, collateral that 
will certainly include gobs of 
subprime mortgages. 

Accordingly, the TAF carried out its 
first auction on December 17, successfully 
pumping $20 billion into an already-bloat- 
ed global money supply. A second auction 
of comparable size took place on Decem- 
ber 20, and a third and fourth are slated 
for January 14 and January 28. The infu- 
sion of cash will look good on banks’ all- 
important end-of-the-year balance sheets, 
with the repo obligations relegated to in- 
conspicuous footnotes. This will allow rat- 
ing firms to gloze over fundamental weak- 
nesses in the portfolios of major banks and 
assuage the concerns of skittish investors 
going into the first quarter of 2008. 


Too little, too late: President Bush signs the Mortgage Forgiveness Debt Relief Act of 2007, one 
of the federal government’s several misconceived attempts to forestall a financial crisis of the 
government’s own making. 
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But, as is always the case with infla- 
tionary policy, there is a catch. All of the 
December 17 repurchase agreements will 
mature on January 17, and those of the 
December 20 auction will mature on Jan- 
uary 31. The Fed may or may not choose 
to roll over the agreements, but eventu- 
ally, all of the cash thusly issued — and 
the credit banks manage to pyramid on 
top of it — will be withdrawn, with pre- 
dictable results. 

Meanwhile, thanks to the unprecedent- 
ed degree of international cooperation en- 
gendered by the TAF and the use of new 
currency swap lines, we can expect pres- 
sure to harmonize financial laws across in- 
ternational boundaries, and to further pool 
the authority of central banks worldwide 
as the globalist elites maneuver us closer 
and closer to a single world central bank. 

As for the subprime lending crisis, there 
is every reason to believe that the full mag- 
nitude of the problem has yet to come to 
light. The percentage of subprime mort- 
gages to total originations is estimated to 
have grown from six percent to 20 percent 
between 1996 and 2006. As of March 
2007, the total value of U.S. subprime 
mortgages was estimated at $1.3 trillion, 
with roughly 500 billion dollars’ worth 
scheduled to reset to higher interest rates 
in 2008 (compared to approximately $400 
billion in 2007). 

All the talk in Washington now is of yet 
another taxpayer-funded bailout. But any 
such action, in creating a “moral hazard” 
encouraging further reckless economic ac- 
tivity, will do more harm than good. 


More Trouble Ahead 

In the short run, it will mean accelerating 
bankruptcies and loan defaults, an even- 
tual credit crunch that may have calami- 
tous consequences for the entire financial 
system, and perhaps runaway consumer 
inflation as the massive inflation long in 
evidence at the asset level (real estate, 
stocks, education financing) finally per- 
colates down to the shelves of Wal-Mart 
and your local grocery store. 

In the longer run, it will inevitably 
mean higher taxes, recession, and possibly 
worse. Sooner or later, no amount of Fed- 
eral Reserve sleight of hand will be able 
to forestall the day of reckoning — the 
“crack-up boom,” as economist Ludwig 
von Mises styled it. 
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BOOK REVIEW 


LIKE SHEEP LED To THE 
SLAUGHTER 


Judge Andrew Napolitano’s latest work, A Nation of Sheep, 


summarizes the relentless abuse of God-given natural 
rights tolerated by fearful and apathetic Americans. 


by David Steriz 


A Nation of Sheep, Andrew P. Napoli- 
tano, Nashville: Thomas Nelson, 2007, 
240 pages, hardcover, $22.95. (To order 
online, go to aobs-store.com, then click 
on “new products.”) 


o one has distilled the proper rela- 
N tionship between man and govern- 

ment as eloquently or concisely 
as Thomas Jefferson in The Declaration of 
Independence. The “self-evident” truth of 
unalienable God-given natural rights that 
precede the state is the most powerful tool 
for the defense of liberty. This is easily 
recognized by considering the alternative: 
if rights are granted by government, then 
government can just as easily take those 
rights away, and we have no logical basis 
to object when they do. 

But what are natural rights? The Decla- 
ration specifically mentions “life, liberty, 
and the pursuit of happiness.” Though not 
an exhaustive list, it conveys the general 
thrust: our natural rights consist of our life 
and the choices we make, so long as those 
choices don’t violate the natural rights of 
others. The sole purpose of government is 
to secure these rights. 

Because the Constitution was established 
to “secure the blessings of liberty,” it should 
not be surprising that the Founders recog- 
nized within the Constitution and Bill of 
Rights various specific expressions of our 
God-given natural rights such as freedom 
of worship, freedom of speech, the right of 
self-defense, and the right of privacy. 

It is from the foundational principle of 
natural rights that Judge Napolitano be- 
gins his latest book, A Nation of Sheep. 
He states that he wrote the book “to gener- 
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ate a debate about freedom.” Sucha 
debate is desperately needed given 
the tsunami of legal innovations 
perpetrated against our natural 
rights. 


History of Abuses 

These abuses, while coming 
like a flood nowadays, unfor- 
tunately have a long history. 
Napolitano reviews some of 
that history, beginning with 
the shameful Alien and Se- 
dition Acts of the found- 
ing era. Interestingly, the 
Alien Acts were never 
used to apprehend or 
deport a single foreign 
national. However, the 
Sedition Act, ostensi- 

bly to prevent libel, was 
used to prosecute critics 
of the John Adams administration. 

Next, Napolitano outlines the frighten- 
ing claims to power of President Lincoln, 
calling him “the Great Perverter of the 
Constitution” for closing down hundreds 
of newspapers, unilaterally suspending 
habeas corpus (the right of a detained 
person to be brought before a court to de- 
termine the legality of the detention), and 
using the military to arrest and try civil- 
ians. World War I brought the Espionage 
Act where citizens were prosecuted for 
political opinions. The immediate post- 
war era had the Palmer raids with mass 
round-ups of thousands of resident aliens 
without warrant. During World War II, 
tens of thousand of citizens and resident 
aliens of Japanese ancestry were forcibly 
uprooted and moved to internment camps. 
The Cold War, Napolitano claims, saw 
a marked increase in “baseless accusa- 
tions and secret evidence.” However, even 
though there were abuses during the Cold 
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War period, legal due process 
was followed to a much larger degree than 
generally recognized today. 

Later, the FBI’s COINTELPRO pro- 
gram used warrantless wiretapping and 
surveillance to generate 500,000 intel- 
ligence files on American citizens and 
organizations. In reaction to this and sev- 
eral Nixon-era abuses of power, Congress 
enacted the Foreign Intelligence Surveil- 
lance Act (FISA). Napolitano argues that 
even FISA is unconstitutional because “‘it 
changed the probable cause of criminality 
requirement of the Fourth Amendment.” 
However, the FISA at least followed (in 
its original form) the spirit of the Fourth 
Amendment by requiring targeted investi- 
gations with judicial oversight. 

In many of the above cases, war or im- 
pending war was used to justify the abuse, 
demonstrating again the truth of James 
Madison’s observation that “no nation 
can preserve its freedom in the midst of 


Overall, A Nation of Sheep does an 
admirable job of summarizing the 


multifaceted and blatant attacks on our 


constitutionally protected natural rights. 
The reader is urged to carefully study this 
book, and then work to put government 
back into its constitutional straitjacket. 


continual warfare.” In other cases, the dan- 
ger from internal enemies such as foreign 
agents, anarchists, or communists was 
cited. These dangers can be significant, 
but no anarchist or terrorist can dismantle 
the freedoms we enjoy as Americans. Only 
our own government, in reaction to real or 
perceived threats, can do this. 


While there is evidence that the Bush ad- 
ministration from the very beginning sought 
to jettison legal constraints on surveillance 
power, the drive began in earnest following 
the September 11 terrorist attack. 

Napolitano begins chronicling this post- 
9/11 drive by first discussing the various 
abuses of power found in the Patriot Act. 
Perhaps most alarming is the expanded use 
of National Security Letters (NSLs). NSLs 
are essentially self-written search warrants 
(violating the Fourth Amendment) that gag 
the recipient under penalty of felony from 
speaking to anyone, including an attorney 
(violating the First Amendment). 

How effective has the Patriot Act been 
in the “war on terror”? Though not men- 
tioned in the book, Napolitano has stated 
during interviews that not a single person 
has been convicted for terrorism based on 
evidence obtained from the Patriot Act. 
Not one! “They’ve convicted people for 
drug dealing, for white slavery, for prosti- 
tution, and for political corruption. [How- 
ever], they have not convicted by jury a 
single human being on the basis of evi- 
dence obtained under the Patriot Act.” 

If the Patriot Act blew holes in the First 
and Fourth Amendments, the Military 
Commissions Act of 2006 eviscerated the 
core legal principle in Western legal tradi- 
tion, the writ of habeas corpus, which is 
the right to appeal one’s detention before 
a judge. As Napolitano explains, “[Habe- 


as corpus] is the foundation 
of all other rights, because 
without it, we would have 
no right to challenge unlaw- 
ful infringements upon our 
privacy, free speech, religion 
and due process.” 

The Military Commissions 
Act was passed by the urging 
of the Bush administration 
after the Supreme Court had 
shot down several aspects of 
the administration’s self-cre- 
ated military tribunal system. By passing 
the law, Congress retroactively legalized 
all the worst features of the original sys- 
tem. This included allowing hearsay evi- 
dence and evidence obtained by “enhanced 
interrogation,” as well as prohibiting the 
federal courts from hearing the aforemen- 
tioned habeas corpus appeals for anyone 
deemed an “unlawful enemy combatant.” 

Though there is some disagreement 
over whether a citizen can be deemed an 
“enemy combatant” under the Military 
Commissions Act, this is a moot point for 
several reasons. First, if the legislation is 
that ambiguous, the distinction will not 
stand. Second, the Bush administration 
has already pronounced American citizens, 
such as Jose Padilla, as enemy combatants 
and held them incommunicado without 
charges while subjecting them to sophis- 
ticated psychological torture techniques. 
Unless this abuse of power is overturned, 
a precedent will have been established. 
But most importantly, our natural rights do 
not come from our status as citizens; they 
come from our Creator. Violating the basic 
rights of the accused simply because they 
are noncitizens is wrong, period. 

The most fascinating chapter in the 
book describes an event worthy of a Tom 
Clancy novel. The Bush White House was 
determined to obtain Justice Department 
reauthorization of a surveillance 
program that the department’s Of- 
fice of Legal Counsel had recently 
deemed illegal. Because the reau- 
thorization deadline was looming, 
then-Chief of Staff Andrew Card 
and White House Counsel Alberto 
Gonzales set out in the dead of 
night to visit a hospitalized and ex- 
tremely ill John Ashcroft, then the 
attorney general, to convince him to 
re-approve the program. But James 


Comey, the acting attorney general at the 
time, was alerted to their plans via Mrs. 
Ashcroft. Comey immediately raced across 
town to the hospital with sirens blaring in 
order to prevent Card and Gonzales from 
taking advantage of an ill and disoriented 
man. Shortly after Comey arrived, FBI Di- 
rector Robert Mueller, while also racing to 
the scene, phoned his agents at the hospi- 
tal, instructing them to not allow Comey 
to be removed from the room under any 
circumstances. For the full story, you’ll 
have to read the book. 

The surveillance program at the heart 
of the above drama was revealed, in part, 
by the New York Times in December of 
2005, but its full nature and scope remain 
unknown. Napolitano doesn’t explore 
the likely extent of the original program. 
However, constitutional lawyer Glenn 
Greenwald makes a compelling argu- 
ment, based on the central role played by 
Director Mueller, that it included purely 
domestic spying. 

Overall, A Nation of Sheep does an 
admirable job of summarizing the mul- 
tifaceted and blatant attacks on our con- 
stitutionally protected natural rights, but 
it does have its flaws. Unfortunately, 
Napolitano seems to have capitulated to 
prevailing ignorance by using the word 
“democracy” instead of “republic” when 
describing the American system as given 
us by the Founders. 

Also, I do not agree with Napolitano 
that the overruling of public-school dress 
codes by the Supreme Court is a great vic- 
tory for free speech. Such rulings destroy 
any remaining vestige of local and paren- 
tal control. 

The reader is urged to carefully study 
this book, and then work to put govern- 
ment back into its constitutional strait- 


jacket. 


LB nay 


Courageous Rescue in Utah 


One morning last November, Bob and Ann 
Turner left their home in Ogden, Utah, 
with their four-year-old granddaughter, 
Meleah, on a trip to purchase coal near the 
town of Huntington, two and a half hours 
southward. 

After topping off their truck’s gas tank 
and loading their large trailer with coal, the 
Turners headed home. The shortest route 
back took them on a steep road, with an 
eight-percent grade, which wound down- 
ward several hundred feet in a series of 
hairpin turns. The road featured a canyon 
on the left and a mountain on the right. 

Bob geared down, but the transmission 
would not hold the vehicle back. He used 
the brakes to no avail, and the truck gained 
speed. Realizing that he would not be able 
to make the next turn without plummeting 
over the edge of the canyon, Bob knew the 
only alternative was to drive up the side of 
the mountain. He made sure that Ann and 
Meleah were buckled in, and Meleah was 
instructed to lay across a pillow and cover 
herself with a blanket. 

Bob drove off the road and up the side 
of the mountain, while they all prayed. 
They came to a stop so suddenly that glass 
and coal were strewn throughout the cab. 
Ann called 911 and the Summit County 
Dispatch was alerted to the accident. 

Meanwhile, David Larsen of Ephraim 
was driving through the canyon and saw the 
truck and trailer on the side of the mountain 
with Bob’s legs sticking out of the driver’s 
side window. Noticing gas leaking on the 
ground under the truck, David unhooked 
the battery in an attempt to prevent a fire. 
Then he took Meleah down the mountain. 
But while he was helping Meleah, a fire 
broke out under the hood, with Bob and 
Ann still trapped inside the vehicle. 

A hunter named Gerald, who had a fire 
extinguisher with him, and another man 
who was a member of the search and res- 
cue team, also happened along. Along with 
David Larsen, they succeeded in temporar- 
ily extinguishing the fire and got Bob and 
then Ann out of the wreckage. When the 
group was only part way down the moun- 
tain, the entire truck burst into flames. 

After a trip to the hospital, Bob, Ann, 
and Meleah were released. Meleah needed 
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only a small bandage on her forehead, but 
Bob and Ann had fractured sternums, and 
Bob also had an injured nose. Ann told 
THE NEW AMERICAN that the Turner family 
“feels they were very fortunate to be alive 
and owe it to God and to three very brave 
and good men who gave of themselves.” 


Turkey Project Takes Off 


Back in 1997, Dottie Ogden of River Edge, 
New Jersey, used a coupon to get a free 
frozen turkey from her local supermarket. 
She was then surprised to discover that 
her purchase qualified her for a second 
free turkey. After discussing the gobbler 
surplus with her husband, Sheridan, the 
Ogdens decided to donate the extra bird to 
a food pantry to help a needy family. 

Deciding to keep a good thing going, 
Dottie and Sheridan asked a few of their 
neighbors if they also would donate extra 
turkeys to a food pantry. Their neigh- 
bors donated about 15 turkeys, which the 
Ogdens took in their car to the Center for 
Food Action in nearby Englewood. 

Encouraged by their neighbors’ gener- 
osity, the next year the Ogdens decided 
that with a bit more organization, many 
more families could be fed. They submit- 
ted a notice for the bulletin of St. Peter the 
Apostle Catholic Church in River Edge, 
where they were parishioners, announc- 
ing a turkey collection at the church on the 
Saturday before Thanksgiving. 

Expecting only a few dozen turkeys, 
Sheridan told friends that if they couldn’t 
make it to the church on Saturday, to just 
leave the birds outside his house. The 
Ogdens were in for a big surprise on Sun- 
day morning. 

“We woke up and the front lawn was 
covered with turkeys,” Sheridan told the 
Record (Bergen County, New Jersey). “It 
looked like it had rained turkeys.” 

More turkeys had been left at the church 
and the total collection amounted to 200. 
“Now we had a problem,” Sheridan recalled. 
“What do you do with 200 turkeys?” 

Since the Center for Food Action needed 
only 60, Dottie personally distributed the 
rest to other groups in Bergen County, in- 
cluding a church, a boarding house, and a 
turkey drive organized by volunteers in the 


neighboring community of Ridgewood. 

Over the years, donations have increased 
from an average of 260 per year from 1998 
to 2005, to 408 in 2006, to 454 in 2007. 

“We are so lucky,” Dottie told reporters 
about the experience. “Even in our hard 
times, we’ve never struggled for food. 
It’s wonderful to be able to give back to 
people.” 


Serious About Silly String 


Last year, Marcelle Shriver, who lives in 
a New Jersey suburb across the Delaware 
River from Philadelphia, received a strange 
request from her son, who was stationed in 
Ramadi, Iraq. He and his fellow soldiers 
were in desperate need of Silly String, the 
novelty aerosol cans that shoot strands of 
rubbery string across a room. Their pur- 
pose? When soldiers enter a room or a 
building they are searching, they may dis- 
turb almost-invisible trip wires attached to 
booby traps. The Silly String gets hung up 
on the trip wires, revealing their presence 
without triggering them. 

Since Silly String is not on the military’s 
official list of supplies, the soldiers depend 
on volunteers to ship it to them. 

Shriver organized a campaign to collect 
cans of Silly String, box them, and address 
them to individual servicemen and service- 
women in Iraq. Her campaign collected 
80,000 cans of the stuff, but only certain 
companies are authorized to ship aerosol 
cans, which are considered hazardous. 

When Thom Campbell of the New Jer- 
sey-based Capacity LLC shipping com- 
pany learned about Shriver’s dilemma, he 
offered his services. Campbell told the AP, 
“Mine is not a glamorous industry nor is 
it the kind of industry you get a lot of op- 
portunities to do something like this.” 

The logistics of getting the cans shipped 
were sometimes difficult. The Naval Air 
Station Joint Reserve Base in Willow 
Grove, Pennsylvania, shipped out 40,000 
cans, but McGuire Air Force Base in New 
Jersey would not accept the rest. 

Shriver was satisfied that her campaign 
would make a difference, however. She 
explained: “If this saves one life, I’m 
happy.” 

— WARREN Mass 
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Minnesotans protest the U.S. Supreme Court’s decision in Roe 
v. Wade in January 1973. Justice Byron R. White offered a 
blistering dissenting opinion in which he wrote: “I find nothing 
in the language or history of the Constitution to support the 
Court’s judgment. The Court simply fashions and announces 

a new constitutional right for pregnant mothers and, with 
scarcely any reason or authority for its action, invests that 
right with sufficient substance to override most existing state 
abortion statutes.” 
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Before Roe v. Wade 


Attitudes against abortion developed slowly in America, but by 1900, every state in the 
Union had anti-abortion laws. It took a liberal onslaught (and Roe v. Wade) to reverse this. 


by Michael E. Telzrow 


ro-abortion forces typically exag- 
Pp gerate the number of abortions 

performed prior to legalization and 
paint a dreadful historical picture where 
millions of desperate women met their 
demise at the hands of quack abortion- 
ists until legalization made the procedure 
safe. Pro-life proponents often labor under 
a misconception that abortion was always 
illegal and rare in this country. 

The truth, however, is much more 
complex. American policies and attitudes 
about abortion evolved steadily from an 
early 18th-century position that tolerated 
limited abortion based upon English com- 
mon law, to a position that later proscribed 
abortion in almost every case by the end 
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of the 19th century. This legal and social 
evolutionary process, which reflected 
American attitudes about abortion, was 
finally turned on its head nearly 100 years 
later with the controversial 1973 Roe v. 
Wade decision. 


Common-law Era 

During the early years of the national re- 
public, abortion was governed by English 
common law that established the begin- 
ning of life at the precise moment when 
fetal movement was first perceived in the 
womb. This phenomenon was referred to 
as “quickening,” which generally occurred 
near the midpoint of pregnancy. Com- 
mon law did not formally recognize the 
existence of life, or even the existence of 
a fetus, until the pre-born child’s move- 


ments were made manifestly apparent. 

There was a practical element to this 
primitive standard — there were no reliable 
pregnancy tests in 18th-century America, 
and the movement of a pre-born child was 
the only sure way to establish that a preg- 
nancy actually existed. In the absence of 
modern scientific knowledge, the question 
of when life began was reduced to observ- 
ing movement in the womb. As a result, 
actions that terminated pregnancy prior to 
quickening were not considered criminal 
under common law even if it was deter- 
mined that those actions resulted in abor- 
tion of a fetus. Without absolute proof of 
the existence of a fetus, American women 
were legally free to terminate a pregnancy 
prior to quickening. 

In 1812, a case came before the Mas- 
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sachusetts Supreme Court in which a man 
named Isaiah Bangs was charged with ad- 
ministering an abortifacient, an agent that 
causes abortion. He had in fact done so, 
but the charges were ultimately dismissed 
since it could not be determined whether 
the act had occurred prior to quickening. 

Given the level of scientific ignorance 
of the day, most women considered their 
unborn to be non-living objects prior to 
quickening. Since common law allowed 
the termination of pregnancy before fetal 
movement, it is not surprising that some 
early 19th-century women resorted to 
abortion in order to limit family size, or to 
escape socially damaging predicaments. 
Prior to 1850, most cases of abortion were 
rarely brought to court simply because the 
termination of a pregnancy prior to quick- 
ening was not a crime per se. 

Concoctions that could be used as abor- 
tifacients appeared in home medical man- 
uals during the age when formal medical 
training was rare and largely unregulated. 
William Buchan’s Domestic Medicine 
published concoctions like one that con- 
tained black hellebore (a purgative) for 
those suffering from “obstruction of the 
menses.” This violent purgative could eas- 
ily induce abortion in the early stages of 
pregnancy. But Buchan condemned abor- 
tion in his manual, writing, “It is surely 
a most unnatural crime, and cannot, even 
in the most abandoned, be viewed with- 
out horror; but in the decent matron, it is 
still more unpardonable.” Clearly, he never 
intended his manual to provide women 
with the recipe for abortion, but there is 
no doubt that some women used it as such 
given the near universal acceptance of the 
quickening doctrine. The absence of any 
laws prohibiting or regulating the practice, 
however, makes it impossible to determine 
how often American women resorted to 
self-induced abortions during the first dec- 
ades of the republic. 


The Emergence of Abortion Legislation 
The first evidence of a shift in legal pol- 
icy toward abortion occurred in 1821 in 
Connecticut. At the legislature’s request, 
three legal scholars drafted a ground- 
breaking law: 


Every person who shall willfully and 


maliciously, administer to, or cause 
to be administered to, or taken by, 
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By the late 1960s, small numbers of feminists and their supporters began to agitate for the 


repeal of state laws restricting abortion. Their numbers were never large, but they were well 
organized and enjoyed support from influential organizations. 


any person or persons, any deadly 
poison, or other noxious and de- 
structive substance, with an inten- 
tion him, her or them, thereby to 
murder, or thereby to cause or pro- 
cure the miscarriage of any woman, 
then being quick with child ... shall 
suffer imprisonment, in newgate 
prison, during his natural life. 


pregnant woman, any medicine, 
drug, substance or thing whatever, or 
shall use or employ any instrument 
or other means whatever, with intent 
thereby to procure the miscarriage of 
any such woman... shall upon con- 
viction, be punished by imprison- 
ment in a county jail no more than 
one year. 


It was the first initiative that considered the 


Still, the laws applied only to those “quick 


question of abortion in a legal statute, and with child,’ and in New York it was con- 


it would quickly be followed 
by similar measures in other 
states over the next 30 years. A 
New York criminal code passed 
in 1828 effectively banned 
abortion by any means, using 
stronger and more proscriptive 
language than the earlier Con- 
necticut version: 


Every person who shall 
willfully administer to any 


In 1860, Augustus Kinsley Gardner wrote 
“Physical Decline of American Women” 
for the popular magazine Knickerbocker. 
Gardner opined that those who had 
abortions did so based on the idea that 
“the care of children is such a slavery.” 
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Library of Congress 


In 1859, the newly formed American 
Medical Association declared, “The 
frightful extent of [abortion] is found 

in the grave defects of our laws, both 
common and statute, as regards the 
independent and actual existence of the 
child before birth, as a living being.” 


sidered only second-degree manslaughter. 
Abortionists continued to work openly in 
some cities, causing the Boston Medi- 
cal Journal to write sadly that the abor- 
tionist’s services were “even sometimes 
sought after by married women” who had 
no excuse for their “heartless depravity.” 
By the Civil War it was generally acknowl- 
edged that married women were having 
the majority of abortions in America. 
Further, the practice was most prevalent 
among native-born women, and accord- 
ing to Horatio Storer, the leading pro-life 
advocate of the time, abortions were “in- 
finitely more frequent among Protestant 
women than among Catholics.” Despite 
strengthened anti-abortion laws, native- 


born women of some means 
were still resorting to abortion, 
often self-induced, as a method 
of family planning. 

Contemporary commenta- 
tors sought reasons for the 
prevalence of abortion, and 
according to James C. Mohr, 
author of Abortion in America, 
they found it in the nascent 
19th-century feminist move- 
ment. In 1860, Augustus Kins- 
ley Gardner wrote “Physical 
Decline of American Women” for the 
popular magazine Knickerbocker. Gard- 
ner opined that those who had abortions 
did so based on the idea that “the care 
of children is such a slavery.” For Gard- 
ner, the emerging feminist doctrines that 
outlined new ideas regarding the role of 
women, and the self-indulgence that it 
engendered, contributed to the number 
of abortions sought. 

Gardner and others like him correctly 
saw that the changing roles of women ex- 
acerbated the situation and contributed to 
a greater willingness to abort. He could 
not know, but a more radical brand of 
feminism would raise its ugly head about 
100 years later — ushering in an age of 


abortion that would have shocked even the 
most ardent feminist of 1860. Ironically, 
the official position of American feminists 
like Elizabeth Cady Stanton was that abor- 
tion was a tragic “degradation of woman.” 
Neither Stanton nor her feminist coun- 
terpart Victoria Woodhull advocated the 
liberalization of abortion, and they would 
not have recognized the demands of their 
radical successors in 1973. 

Despite the fact that abortion was pro- 
moted as a path to set women free, many 
women found the experience of abortion 
devastating. One wrote sadly of her abor- 
tion experience during the 1850s in a book 
written by Henry C. Wright: 


I consulted a woman, a friend in 
whom I trusted. I found that she had 
perpetrated that outrage on herself 
and on others. She told me it was not 
murder to kill a child any time be- 
fore its birth.... My only trouble was, 
with God’s view of the case, I could 
not get rid of the feeling that it was 
an outrage on my body and soul, and 
on my unconscious babe. He argued 
(the physician) that my child, at five 
months (which was the time), had no 
life, and where there was no life, no 


19th-century feminist Victoria Woodhull argues in favor of women’s suffrage before the Judiciary Committee of the House of Representatives 
in this illustration from Frank Leslie’s //lustrated Newspaper. Neither she nor fellow feminist Elizabeth Cady Stanton supported repealing laws 


restricting abortion. 
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New parents gaze lovingly upon their newborn child in this late 1950s era photograph. The post-war years ushered in a baby boom that lasted until 
about 1962, at about the same time that abortion rights activists launched their campaign to repeal restrictive abortion laws. Since 1973, Americans 


have aborted over 40 million babies. 


life could be taken. Though I deter- 
mined to do the deed, or get the “fam- 
ily physician” to do it, my womanly 
instincts, my reason, my conscience, 
my self-respect, my entire nature, 
revolted against my decision. My 
Womanhood rose up in withering 
condemnation. 


Doctors for Life 
As the nation evolved, so did its attitudes 
toward abortion. A major force driving in 
that evolution came from the medical field. 
Physicians, ironically once considered to 
be the most dangerous members of soci- 
ety, began to formalize their educational 
system and to enforce higher standards. 
The result was the elevation of the field 
from a profession that lacked any control 
or standards to a profession that began to 
base its practices upon scientific evidence 
and strict adherence to standards. 
Doctors began to form state and local 
medical societies established to develop 
standards and practices. Along with great- 
er professionalism came an increased level 
of political influence. By the mid 19th 
century, doctors were lobbying for further 
legal restrictions on abortions. In 1859, 
the newly formed American Medical As- 
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sociation declared, “The frightful extent of 
[abortion] is found in the grave defects of 
our laws, both common and statute, as re- 
gards the independent and actual existence 
of the child before birth, as a living being. 
These errors, which are sufficient in most 
instances to prevent conviction, are based, 
and only based, upon mistaken exploded 
medical dogmas.” 

In 1867, the New York State Medical 
Society was successful in getting the state 
legislature to respond to a resolution that 
contained an amazing assertion that life 
began at conception: 


Whereas, from the first moment of 
conception, there is a living creature 
in process of development to full 
maturity; and whereas, any sufficient 
interruption to this living process al- 
ways results in the destruction of life; 
and whereas, the intentional arrest of 
this living process, eventuating in the 
destruction of life (being an act with 
intention to kill), is consequently 
murder. 


It was a stunning move by the medical so- 
ciety. In one fell swoop, they moved legis- 
lators to abandon the quickening doctrine 


and for the first time linked conception to 
the beginning of life in the womb. 


Establishing the Norm 
Advances in medicine and greater sci- 
entific knowledge garnered physicians 
a new-found level of prestige and cred- 
ibility. By the 1880s their pro-life efforts 
had managed to usher in no fewer than 
40 anti-abortion statutes in the states and 
territories. An additional 13 jurisdictions 
outlawed abortion and more importantly 
there was an explicit acceptance that abor- 
tion at any time during pregnancy ought to 
be considered a crime. This was a startling 
development for a nation that in less than 
100 years moved from the universal ac- 
ceptance of the primitive “quickening doc- 
trine” to a modern understanding of the 
beginning of life. It represented a major 
shift in public opinion that now looked at 
abortion at any stage with derision. 
Between 1880 and 1890 there was a 
complete transition to a proscription on 
abortion, and states began to toughen their 
abortion laws. Iowa increased the penalty 
for the abortionist from one year to five 
years, and by 1900, every state in the Union 
had anti-abortion laws on the books. These 
laws passed during the late 19th century 
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By 1900, every state in the Union had 
anti-abortion laws on the books. These 
laws passed during the late 19th century 
established the national norms as 
regards abortion until 1973. The practice 
of abortion, including the distribution of 
abortifacients, was effectively outlawed. 
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established the national norms 
as regards abortion until 1973. 
The practice of abortion, in- 
cluding the distribution and 
manufacture of abortifacients, 
was effectively outlawed. 


Turning Back the Clock 

As expected, abortion rates 
plummeted and the practice 
became associated with the 
poor and socially desperate. 
Abortions rights activ- 
ists before and after Roe 
v. Wade have made much 
of the claim that millions 
of women suffered in- 
jury or death at the hands 
of abortionists operating 
illegally. The number of 
deaths, however, from il- 
legal abortions was never 
as high as claimed, and 
in the absence of reliable 
early health statistics it 
is virtually impossible 
to arrive at an accurate 
number. 

The statistics com- 
piled in the decade 
before Roe v. Wade, 
however, reveal that 
abortion-related deaths 
and injuries were far less 
common than claimed. 
According to the Vital 
Statistics of the United 
States (Vol. II, Mortality, 
Part A, 1960-1977), the 
total number of all preg- 
nancy-related deaths in 
1960 was 1,579. Of that 
number only 289 were 
attributed to abortion ac- 
tivity. Eight years later 
the number of reported 
abortion related deaths 
fell to 133. 

And so the situation 
remained until about 
1967, with abortion 
being a felony except 


in New Jersey where it was a high mis- 
demeanor. Influenced by shifting moral 
standards and the destruction of tradi- 
tional norms and societal structures, 
abortion-rights activists began to agitate 
for the repeal of restrictions. As early as 
1959, the American Law Institute began 
to lobby for a reform of the nation’s abor- 
tion laws. The new law as envisioned by 
the ALI called for permission for abortion 
in cases of rape, incest, fetal abnormality, 
and to secure the health of the mother. 

In 1962, Sherri Finkbine, a married 
mother, publicly declared her intent to 
abort her fifth child. She had ingested 
Thalidomide, a tranquilizer known to 
cause birth defects in developing babies. 
Rather than risk giving birth to a handi- 
capped child, Finkbine traveled to Swe- 
den to abort her unborn baby. Finkbine’s 
dilemma drew attention to the issue, and 
pro-abortion forces seized upon her mis- 
fortune as a propaganda tool. 

In a devastating development, and in 
stark contrast to its past convictions, the 
American Medical Association elected 
to change its long-standing opposition to 
abortion. Their new position was remark- 
ably similar to the earlier ALI plank. Tak- 
ing their cue from the AMA, individual 
states began to reform their abortion laws 
along the lines of the ALI and AMA posi- 
tions. By 1970, New York, Alaska, Hawaii, 
and California changed their laws to ef- 
fectively allow abortion on demand. New 
York, once a leader in establishing abor- 
tion laws protecting children, now became 
the nation’s abortion capital. The tide had 
turned and over 100 years of organic legal 
development began to fall before a late 
20th-century liberal onslaught. 

Ultimately the pro-life movement was 
dealt a devastating blow by the Supreme 
Court’s Roe v. Wade decision. Chief Justice 
Harry Blackmun’s incomprehensible court 
opinion effectively nullified over 100 years 
of national legal and moral evolution, con- 
signing American society to a moral age in 
which we eschew even the pre-industrial 
notion of the “quickening doctrine” to 
openly embrace outright infanticide at any 
stage of fetal development. 


Plastic models of human fetuses assisted Wisconsin state legislators during 
hearings on abortion bills in 1973. Such primitive props have been replaced 
by recent medical advancements including ultra-sound detection devices that 
remove the doubt surrounding the question of when life begins. 
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He Was Warned to Stop 


At 11:45 p.m. on September 17, Salem, 
Oregon, resident Yev Gerasimenko, hold- 
ing his four-day-old baby in one arm, 
answered a knock at the door. Outside 
were two men, asking for a person whom 
Gerasimenko had never heard of. He 
quickly closed the door. About 10 minutes 
later, one of the men began trying to bash 
in the door of the apartment. 

Gerasimenko yelled for his sleeping 
wife to come get their baby, which she 
did. She also told him that a second man 
was trying to enter through a sliding door. 
Gerasimenko then retrieved and loaded 
his pistol and yelled to the man who was 
bashing against the door that he had a gun, 
but that did no good. When Gerasimenko 
looked out his peephole, he saw the man 
preparing to batter the door again. 

He told kgw.com what happened next: 
“That’s when I decided that I would use 
my gun, fire a warning shot. So I stepped 
back from the door and fired two shots, 
and I was pointing down so it would not 
hit any neighbors or anything.” After fir- 
ing, the pounding on the door ceased. He 
then went outside and found that he had 
shot the stranger in the thigh. By the time 
police, who had been called by Gerasi- 
menko’s wife, arrived at the scene, the 
second intruder had escaped. 

Thirty-five-year-old Christopher Cruz 
was arrested by police. The Statesman 
Journal reported that “three and a half 
hours after the incident, his blood alcohol 
level was 0.227 percent, nearly three times 
the legal limit.” 


Killing With No Remorse 


According to the Detroit News, “On Sep- 
tember 21, Taylor resident Amanda Brown 
was sitting in a truck in a parking lot in 
Hamtramck when a man walked up and 
shot her in the head. The carjacker pulled 
Brown from the truck and drove away, 
only to abandon the truck a short distance 
away.” She died two days later. 

It was just one more incident in an end- 
less line of violence that demonstrates that 
appeasing criminals and allowing them 
to commit a crime — so that everyone 
stays safe — is increasingly becoming a 
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lose-lose strategy. Victims get robbed and 
killed, or they get robbed and seriously in- 
jured. The criminals lash out violently for 
no apparent reason. 

On September 30, an off-duty police of- 
ficer showed that he understands this mes- 
sage loud and clear. The Detroit officer 
had just arrived home at his home in Oak 
Park when a man came up the driveway, 
pulled a gun, and announced a carjacking. 
The officer quickly drew his weapon and 
opened fire, striking the assailant multiple 
times. The would-be carjacker is expected 
to live. 


Stopped a Little Too Late 


On November 15 at a little after 6:00 a.m., 
a Pulaski County, Missouri, deputy was 
racing to the aid of a couple who had just 
tackled and apprehended a 15-year-old 
boy armed with a baseball bat who had 
broken into their mobile home. As the of- 
ficer rushed to the residence, he saw a sil- 
ver vehicle that matched the description of 
one involved in a violent robbery less than 
three hours earlier. Making a split-second 
decision, he turned the cruiser around and 
pursued the silver vehicle. He pulled over 
the vehicle. Inside the car was 26-year-old 
Michael Holmes, a computer that matched 
the description of one stolen in the earlier 
robbery, and a pellet pistol. The deputy 
had nabbed the bad guy, or at least one 
of them — who just so happened to be in- 
volved in the second break-in as well. 

The busy night for the Missouri depu- 
ties began at 3:34 a.m. when a 911 call 
reported that there was a robbery at the 
Fort Wood Inn. Two men had broken into 
room 104 and beat the two occupants over 
the head with a baseball bat and stolen 
their computer. The victims were serious- 
ly injured. When asked about the victims’ 
health, Sheriff J.B. King told the Daily 
Guide, “The deputy said he was worried 
about them, and that tells me about all I 
need to know.” 

Several hours later, as deputies still 
searched for the robber’s silver getaway 
vehicle, the call came into 911 about the 
captured 15-year-old; the deputy set out 
for the mobile home; and Holmes was 
captured. 


EXERCISING THE RIGHT 


When police converged on the mobile 
home where the 15-year-old was being 
held, they learned that he and another man 
— later identified as Holmes — had burst 
into the mobile home and that Holmes had 
pointed a gun at the wheel chair-bound oc- 
cupant and his wife. But the tables turned 
when the occupant pulled his own gun and 
pointed it at the intruders. Both intruders 
attempted to flee, but the couple captured 
the 15-year-old. The baseball bat the 15- 
year-old carried still had blood on it from 
earlier in the night. 

At the time of his arrest, Holmes was 
wanted by federal authorities for being a 
felon in possession of a firearm. 


No Fear of Police 


An unidentified Troy, Michigan, man “had 
just gotten into his car after a dinner out 
with friends” in Detroit, reported the De- 
troit Free Press, when four men walked up 
to his car. They intended to carjack him. 
One of the four, 18-year-old Michael 
Evans, pulled out a gun, and so the vic- 
tim from Troy yanked out his own gun 
and began firing at Evans. The incident 
happened in front of police headquarters. 
The gunshots were actually heard in the 
station, causing police to come running. 
Evans was killed in the September 27 inci- 
dent. The other three men were arrested. 


Early Riser 


A Fort Bend County, Texas, man who rises 
early went to feed his cats on October 11, 
and he saw that a side door to his garage 
was open. He called the police, but even 
as he did, he saw two men near his ga- 
rage. One was acting as a lookout while 
the other looted his wife’s vehicle. 

He grabbed a shotgun and confronted 
the two men, demanding they lie on the 
ground. They did. Arrested were 18-year- 
old Brian Bostic and 20-year-old Richard 
Holley. According to khou.com, “Investi- 
gators say that inside the suspects’ vehicle 
they found property from other residences 
in the surrounding area. They suspect the 
suspects may have burglarized five other 
vehicles in the area.” 

— Kurt WILLIAMSEN 
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Putin Is Time Magazine’s 
Person of the Year 


ITEM: Time magazine for December 20, 
2007 announced its selection of Russia’s 
head oligarch, President Vladimir Putin, 
as its “Person of the Year” for 2007. In 
“Choosing Order Before Freedom,” an 
article explaining Time’s choice penned 
by Richard Stengel, the magazine’s man- 
aging editor, we read: “When this intense 
and brooding KGB agent took over as 
President of Russia in 2000, he found a 
country on the verge of becoming a failed 
state. With dauntless persistence, a sharp 
vision of what Russia should become and 
a sense that he embodied the spirit of 
Mother Russia, Putin has put his country 
back on the map. And he intends to re- 
draw it himself. Though he will step down 
as Russia’s President in March, he will 
continue to lead his country as its Prime 
Minister and attempt to transform it into 
a new kind of nation, beholden to neither 
East nor West.” 

CORRECTION: Fairness compels us to 
acknowledge another statement Stengel 
made in his article: “Time’s Person of the 
Year is not and never has been an honor. It 
is not an endorsement. It is not a popularity 
contest. At its best, it is a clear-eyed recog- 
nition of the world as it is and of the most 
powerful individuals and forces shaping 
that world — for better or for worse.” 

It is true that Time’s “Person of the Year” 
has not always been the leading humani- 
tarian of the era. A history of past selec- 
tions includes such butchers of humanity 
as Adolf Hitler in 1938, Joseph Stalin in 
1939 and 1942, and Nikita Khrushchev in 
1957. 

The article about Hitler, Man of 1938, 
is worth keeping in mind as we consider 
what Time has just written about Putin, 
who shares more in common with his 1938 
predecessor than today’s Time editors may 
want to admit. The January 2, 1939 article 
observed: 


What Adolf Hitler & Co. did to 
Germany in less than six years was 
applauded ... ecstatically by most 
Germans. He lifted the nation from 
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post-War defeatism. Under the swas- 
tika Germany was unified. His was 
no ordinary dictatorship, but rather 
one of great energy and magnificent 
planning. The “socialist” part of Na- 
tional Socialism might be scoffed at 
by hard-&-fast Marxists, but the Nazi 
movement nevertheless had a mass 
basis. The 1,500 miles of magnificent 
highways built, schemes for cheap 
cars and simple workers’ benefits, 
grandiose plans for rebuilding Ger- 
man cities made Germans burst with 
pride. Germans might eat many sub- 
stitute foods or wear ersatz clothes 
but they did eat. 


An AP story of December 19 comment- 
ing about Time’s selection might well 
have been written about Time’s 1938 
selection of Hitler: “Putin, 55, is enor- 
mously popular in Russia, presiding over 
a resurgent economy flush with revenue 
from oil and natural gas. But critics say 
he has moved away from democracy by 
tightening control of the courts, parlia- 
ment and the media.” 

AP also cited the Russian government’s 
December 19 statement that Time’s rec- 
ognition was seen in Russia “as an ac- 
knowledgment of Putin’s role in helping 
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Russia pull out of its social and economic 
troubles in the 1990s.” 

In a companion article, “A Tsar Is Born,” 
Adi Ignatius concedes that the Putin ad- 
ministration has “dramatically curtailed 
freedoms.” But, the Time writer main- 
tains: “This grand bargain — of freedom 
for security — appeals to his Russian sub- 
jects, who had grown cynical over earlier 
regimes’ promises of the magical fruits of 
Western-style democracy. Putin’s popular- 
ity ratings are routinely around 70%.” 

Later on, Ignatius continues: “Certainly 
life in Russia today is better than it has 
been for years. The stores are stocked 
with goods. The once worthless ruble is 
a genuine currency, strengthening against 
the dollar these days.” 

So, which is it? Is Putin a relatively be- 
nign dictator, something like Mussolini in 
his early days, who allegedly maintained 
public acceptance of his consolidation of 
state powers because he “made the trains 
run on time”? Or is Putin something 
worse, with more in common with former 
Soviet dictators Stalin, Khrushchev, and 
Gorbachev (named by Time as “Man of 
the Decade” on January 1, 1990)? 

The media has given much coverage 
to the opposition presented to Putin by 
former world chess champion Garry Kas- 
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parov, and the way the Putin admin- 
istration has reacted to this opposi- 
tion. Reuters reported on November 
25, for example, that Kasparov and 
about 60 members of his Other Russia op- 
position group were arrested and detained 
for days while engaging in a protest march 
while shouting: “No election. For Russia. 
Against Putin.” Alexei Alexeyev, a 26-year- 
old protester arrested during a similar pro- 
test last March, said of the event: “In a free 
country you can express your opinions but 
in Russia you can’t. The police are very 
aggressive and I fear them.” 

An AP story reported that Kasparov an- 
nounced on December 13, 2007 that the 
Russian government has stopped him from 
running for president by prohibiting build- 
ing owners from renting his supporters the 
rooms needed to comply with Russian laws 
that mandate at least 500 people meet in a 
nominating convention. “This prohibition 
is apparently very strict because ... they 
are categorically refusing us,’ Kasparov 
told Ekho Moskvy radio. 

When CBS correspondent Steve Kroft 
interviewed Kasparov last November, he 
learned that when Putin came to office 
seven years ago regional governors were 
selected by the people, but they are now 
appointed by Putin’s office. Media outlets 
that once aired a diverse range of political 
views have now come under government 
control. 

“We’re facing a very dangerous regime 
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that is threatening not only the future of 
my country but the stability of the whole 
world,” said Kasparov. 

When Kroft asked Kasparov what he 
was opposing, the opposition leader said: 
“Every element of this regime. No elec- 
tions. Censorship. The destruction of all 
democratic institutions.” He called today’s 
Russia a “police state.” 

The Time article “A Tsar Is Born” free- 
ly acknowledged Putin’s long career with 
the KGB, even stating that the dreaded 
secret police agency had “rescued Putin 
from obscurity.” It also traces Putin’s ar- 
rival in Moscow in 1996 and notes that 
“within two years he was asked to head 
the FSB, the spy-agency successor to the 
disbanded KGB.” 

But nothing in Time matches the revela- 
tions made in a December 13, 2006, re- 
port, “KGB influence ‘soars under Putin’” 
by Steven Eke, a BBC Russian-affairs ana- 
lyst. Eke cites research conducted by one 
Olga Kryshtanovskaya, associated with 
the Centre for the Study of the Elite, part 
of the British Academy of Sciences. As 
Eke summarizes the research: four in five 
officials among Putin’s administration, 
members of the government, deputies of 
both chambers of parliament, regional 
heads, and the boards of Russia’s top state 
corporations, have worked for the KGB, 
or continue to work for one or more of its 
successor organizations such as the FSB. 

Eke wrote that, unlike former Soviet-bloc 
nations, whose governments have sought 
out and even prosecuted those who once 
worked for secret-police bureaus, Russia 
has allowed former KGB to continue in 
positions of power. Putin is only the most 
visible of those falling into that category. 

Russia has also been notorious in its 
support of terrorist organizations such as 
Hamas. During a February 2006 news 
conference in Madrid, Putin stated: “We 
haven’t considered Hamas a terrorist or- 
ganization. Today we must recognize that 
Hamas has reached power in Palestine 
as a result of legitimate elections.” Putin 
followed up by extending an invitation 
to Hamas officials to visit Moscow. The 
Hamas delegation, led by the organiza- 
tion’s top leader, Khalid Mish’al, visited 


the following month. Upon his arrival in 
Moscow, Mish’ al immediately told report- 
ers that Hamas would not yield to interna- 
tional demands to recognize the state of 
Israel, a key point in any peace settlement: 
“The issue of recognition is a done issue. 
We are not going to recognize Israel.” 

Since Hamas depends heavily on the In- 
ternet to spread its message throughout the 
world, finding a friendly nation to serve as 
the base for its Internet service providers is 
a challenge. However, Russia has willing- 
ly helped the terrorist group. An October 
2005 report from the Intelligence and Ter- 
rorism Information Center at the Center 
for Special Studies stated: “An examina- 
tion performed in January 2005 revealed 
that five of Hamas’ seven leading Internet 
sites have Eastern European ISPs: three in 
Russia and two in the Ukraine.” 

In summarizing the decision to name 
Vladimir Putin as Time’s 2007 Person of 
the Year, Richard Stengel noted: “At sig- 
nificant cost to the principles and ideas 
that free nations prize, [Putin] has per- 
formed an extraordinary feat of leadership 
in imposing stability on a nation that has 
rarely known it and brought Russia back 
to the table of world power.” 

In so doing, Time’s editors seem to place 
a premium on “stability,” which is actu- 
ally a rather ordinary commodity among 
tyrannical regimes. It is easy to maintain 
stability when a nation is a virtual prison. 
Just consider how the removal of the des- 
pot Saddam Hussein has actually turned 
Iraq from a once-stable nation into just 
the opposite. While Putin seeks to impose 
stability on Russia by curtailing personal 
freedoms, however, his support of terrorist 
organizations likes Hamas has threatened 
to destabilize much of the Middle East. 

Putin’s greatest “achievement” has been 
to shepherd a regressive step backward in 
Russia to the “bad old days” when the 
KGB looked over every citizen’s shoulder. 
The fact that Garry Kasparov has managed 
to openly challenge Putin and remain alive 
makes him a better choice for “Person of 
the Year” than his opponent, and a little se- 
rious thought would undoubtedly unearth 
many better candidates. 

— WARREN Mass 
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THE !,\5 WORD 


BY WILLIAM F. JASPER 


Crash Goes the “Consensus” 


he year 2007 will go 
down as the “Year of 
Fear,” in which a mob 


of militant enviro-activists, 
UN bureaucrats, prattling 
politicians, and Hollywood 
leftists largely succeeded in 
creating a climate of hyste- 
ria over climate change. The 
hysteria reached a global “tip- 
ping point” level thanks to a 
stupendous day-in-and-day- 
out propaganda onslaught in 
the major media. 

Thanks also to that on- 
slaught, Al Gore won an 
Oscar and a Nobel Prize for 
his slick but fraudulent shock- 
umentary, An Inconvenient 
Truth, which has been force-fed to hundreds of millions of 
traumatized school children worldwide. Many of these students 
have been forced to view Gore’s apocalyptic frightfest multiple 
times. Unsatisfied that children were being sufficiently terrified, 
Laurie David, the co-producer of Gore’s movie, co-authored a 
children’s global-warming book for Scholastic Books entitled 
The Down-to-Earth Guide to Global Warming. 

David made clear her intention. “We want you to grow up to 
be activists,” she said in an open letter to children. Jumping on 
the climate fright train, Leonardo DiCaprio came out with his 
own end-of-the-world pic, The 11" Hour. “I want the public to 
be very scared by what they see,” DiCaprio said of his film. It 
flopped at the box office, but like Gore’s film, it now has a cap- 
tive audience in the classroom. “We need to get kids young,” 
DiCaprio said in an interview with USA Weekend. 

The Gore-DiCaprio gang are after your kids because they 
know adults are wising up to their scam. Hysteria is a tempo- 
rary condition that is difficult to sustain, especially when cooler 
heads start poking holes in the emotionally inflated greenhouse- 
gas balloons. That is what has been happening. Sensible adults 
have been coming back down to Earth as news gets out that the 
“scientific consensus” over global warming is as fake as Gore’s 
temperature statistics and claims of catastrophic sea-level rise. 
Thousands of scientists have been fighting back against the 
massive media campaign of disinformation and censorship. If 
they can break through the incredible dam of media lies, the sea 
of truth will sweep away the mountainous dung pile of global- 
warming lies faster than Hercules cleaned the Augean Stables. 

Al Gore says there is a “scientific consensus” that anthro- 
pogenic (man-caused) global warming is a fact and poses an 
imminent threat. Only an insignificant few scientists disagree, 
says Al, and they are akin to “flat Earth society members.” 
UN IPCC chairman Rajendra Pachauri would have us believe 


that there are only “about a 
dozen” scientists left in the 
world who challenge the new 
orthodoxy. These scientists 
are not just “out of touch” 
dinosaurs but dangerous en- 
emies of the planet. Robert F. 
Kennedy, Jr., the environmen- 
talist author and president of 
Waterkeeper Alliance, says 
of global-warming oppo- 
nents: “This is treason. And 
we need to start treating them 
as traitors.” Columnist Ellen 
Goodman wrote: “Let’s just 
say that global warming de- 
niers are now on a par with 
Holocaust deniers.” 

Defying the media demon- 
izers and threats of losing their positions and funding, thousands 
of scientists are bravely standing up to voice their opposition to 
the false claims of climate-change “consensus.” On December 
20, Senator James Inhofe (R-Okla.) released an important Senate 
report announcing: “Over 400 prominent scientists from more 
than two dozen countries recently voiced significant objections 
to major aspects of the so-called ‘consensus’ on man-made glob- 
al warming.... The distinguished scientists featured in this new 
report are experts in diverse fields, including: climatology; ge- 
ology; biology; glaciology; biogeography; meteorology; ocean- 
ography; economics; chemistry; mathematics; environmental 
sciences; engineering; physics and paleoclimatology. Some of 
those profiled have won Nobel Prizes for their outstanding con- 
tribution to their field of expertise and many shared a portion of 
the UN IPCC Nobel Peace Prize with Vice President Gore.” 

You really must go to the Senate web page and download the 
whole report to read not only the names of these scientists, but 
their devastating critiques. (http://epw.senate.gov/public/index 
.cfm?FuseAction=Minority.SenateReport#report) 

Are 400 scientists not enough? How about 19,000 scientists? 
That’s how many have signed the Petition Project, rejecting the 
global-warming hysteria, the UN Kyoto agreement, and like- 
minded proposals. This effort is spearheaded by Dr. Frederick 
Seitz, past president of the National Academy of Sciences, and 
Dr. Arthur B. Robinson, founder and president of the Oregon 
Institute of Science and Medicine. (For more information on the 
Petition Project, visit www.oism.org/pproject.) 

In November, meteorologist John Coleman, founder of the 
cable TV Weather Channel, called the UN global-warming sce- 
nario “the greatest scam in history.” That scam is being exposed. 
The phony consensus is crashing, and you can help speed it 
along. 2008 could be the “Year of Truth.” And that would be 
inconvenient indeed for Mr. Gore and his compatriots. 
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